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The Month 


ALIEN ALBUMEN 


(THE German Medical Society is distressed by 
the logical consequences of Party Comrade 


Streicher’s theories on racial hygiene. The Ger- 
man Health officials applaud “the rightness of 
Herr Streicher’s political tendency” in his strug- 
gle ‘‘against Jewish influence” but they fear that 
his latest campaign is over-zealous. It seems that 
Mr. Streicher does not want Aryan blood con- 
taminated by vaccines, or serums made by Jews. 
In the scholarly medical review, “German Health 
from Blood and Soil,’ which he edits, Streicher 
attacked Koch (Nobel Prize—1905) Wasserman 
and Ehrlich (Nobel Prize—1908) as charlatans 
and assassins. (Koch, discoverer of the tubercu- 
losis bacillus, figures among the assassins because 
he married a Jewess). The whole science of 
serology and vaccination is a “‘wicked Jewish plot” 
concocted by Jewish physicians expressly for the 
purpose of tainting German blood with that of 
alien cows and horses. The German Medical 
Society feels that the latest Streicher exodus into 


medicine and biology is carrying consistency too 
far. By all means let Herr Streicher urge the 
death penalty for Jews who “poison” the Aryan 
blood stream by intermarriage, but the worthy 
doctors would not like to surrender their vaccines, 
even though produced by a non-Aryan cow, or 
developed by a Jew. The leading representatives 
of German medical science are so perturbed that 
they have protested to Chancellor Hitler, taking 
care to make clear that they are otherwise in 
complete agreement with Streicher’s views. They 
oppose the “alien albumen” campaign because 
“occurrences of this kind gravely endanger the 
development of a healthy, efficient, and therefore 
martial German people,” not because of some 
tenuous consideration of truth or ethics. It is hard 
to decide which is the more contemptible—the 
maniacal Streicher, whose tempo leaves even Hit- 
ler out of breath, or the enlightened leaders of the 
German medical profession who swallow Streich- 
er’s anthropology, and squirm only at the prospect 
of losing a vaccine valuable in creating a “martial 
German people.” 
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CHARLES A. BEARD 
PERHAPS these German scientists should have 
taken a course with Charles A. Beard. In this 
issue we print Dr. Beard’s exposé of the 
forged anti-semitic statement ascribed to Benjamin 
Franklin. This purported statement, an invalu- 
able weapon in the American Nazi arsenal, was 
widely circulated throughout the country. It in- 
vested the accompanying Jew-baiting with a per- 
suasive, patriotic decorum. The tactics are by 
now familiar. Compose any thesis and place it in 
the mouth of a defunct seer, preferably the father 
of your country. The more phantastic the accusa- 
tion, the more important the sponsor. Results 
guaranteed. The advantages of the “forged his- 
toric document” method of administering propa- 
ganda are obvious. One avoids libel suits, the 
departed hero enters no denials, and the populace 
as a whole is incapable of conceiving that Ben- 
jamin Franklin, or his ilk, could be victims of a 
posthumous hoax. The treatment has enjoyed a 
great vogue in Germany. With a few honorable 
exceptions, German scholars accepted the ava- 


lanche of lies and vilifications precipitated by the - 


Nazi press without a word of protest. It is 
heartening to know that when American imitators 
of the standard Aryan method attempted to fal- 
sify history, the most eminent historian in the 
country thought the matter important enough to 
warrant his personal investigation of the evidence. 
That Charles A. Beard felt called upon to expose 
the fraud shows that the situation is serious—that 
the crude forgeries of the American shirt-makers 
make a deeper dent than we believe possible. No 
doubt the Pelleys and their stench-bombs will mul- 
tiply. At the same time we hope that the reaction 
of American scholarship to bigotry and slander 
will be as gallant and immediate as that of Dr. 
Beard. We think that Dr. Beard’s response is not 
the isolated act of one great liberal thinker but 
that it is typical of the entire American tradition 
of fair play. 


RABBINICAL ASSEMBLY 
FOR HISTADRUT | 
(THE Revisionist sympathizers in the Rabbinate 
will find no comfort in the statement recently 
drafted by Dr. Mordecai M. Kaplan and unani- 
mously adopted by the Executive Council of the 
Rabbinical Assembly, which is the official organi- 
zation of the conservative Rabbis, as the Central 
Conference is for the reform Rabbinate. The 
statement re-afirms the “official and authorita- 
tive” endorsement of the labor movement in Pale- 
stine adopted at the annual convention of the As- 
sembly on July 5, 1934 at Tannersville, N. Y. and 
declares that ‘‘we believe that such re-afirmation 
is necessary at this time in view of the charges 
made against the Palestine labor movement in 
certain quarters.” 
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Denying the charge that the Histadrut, the 
official labor party in Palestine, is “stirring up 
class warfare,” the statement alleges that “this 
charge is a cloak behind which reactionaries have 
taken refuge to attack those who strive to defend 
the rights of the oppressed.” The statement also 
refutes the charge that the Histadrut is teaching 
and disseminating atheism. “It is a matter of rec- 
ord that the Histadrut and its affiliated organiza- 
tions have been respectful of the traditional prac- 
tices of their fellow Jews,” the statement declares. 


The statement goes on to assert that ‘‘we share 
with the Histadrut those religious ideas and ideals 
which recognize the sanctity and dignity of hu- 
man life and which strive for the establishment of 
a society in which these ideals will be realized. 
We agree with the Histadrut that only through 
a cooperative commonwealth can such a society 
be established and these religious ideals be achiev- 
ed. We see in the labor movement in Palestine 
the only instrument for obviating in that land the 
economic sins which have beset the modern world. 
As religious men we must give our whole-hearted 
support to the idealistic aspirations of the labor 
movement in the upbuilding of our homeland.” 

It is too bad that, because of its drastic and 
sudden shrinkage in size, the Jewish Daily Bulle- 
tin (called also Pogrom’s Progress) will not be 
able to inspire letters attacking the members of 
the Assembly for their socialism, their naiveté, 
their atheism. Mr. Landau has declared an end 
to the matter. In plainer language he said, “I 
know when I am licked”. 


GOLDEN CALIFORNIA 
Wit the trial of seventeen Communists in 


Sacramento “for attempting to overthrow 
the Government of the United States by force 
and violence”, California definitely forges ahead 
of Alabama and Louisiana as the first fascist 
state in the Union. The law which makes it a 
crime to stir up active agitation against unbear- 
able conditions was passed in 1919 mainly as a 
weapon against the I. W. W. who were organiz- 
ing the migrant workers in California’s “golden 
fields.” It has remained on the statute books in 
spite of several attempts of liberal groups to de- 
clare it unconstitutional. It has served as the 
model for similar legislation in some twenty other 
states. Its use against the seventeen under indict- 
ment in Sacramento comes as the concerted effort 
of the American Legion, the Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Hearst interests and the feudal ranch- 
ers to take revenge on the courageous organ- 
izers of the migrant crop-pickers who are also 
accused of fomenting the recent General Strike. 
Ironically enough, many of the demands which 
the organizers put forward have been granted— 
but those who made them must be sacrificed as an 
example to future trouble-makers. An interesting 
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facet of this situation is that some of the “lib- 
erals” like John Francis Neylan, counsel for the 
Hearst Newspapers, were once on the Committee 
seeking the repeal of the Syndicalist law. Such 
liberals as have not been bought by the industrial 
overlords have been silenced by fear of the vigi- 
lantes or by disgust with the attitude of the 
American Federation of Labor. The Secretary 
of the California Federation of Labor, as spine- 
less a seat-warmer as ever mulcted honest work- 
ers is quoted as saying “‘Only fanatics are willing 
to live in shacks or tents and get their heads bro- 
ken in the interests of migratory laborers.” 


The fact that William Randolph Hearst hails 
from California and has some of his chief prop- 
erties there goes far toward explaining the omi- 
nous rise of Fascist tendencies in that state. This 
might be hard to understand for those who recall 
that Hearst’s paper fought consistently for the re- 
lease of Mooney and Billings and at one time 
advocated high wages for workers and the right 
to organize. Hearst has always managed to take 
back with his right hand more than he gave with 
his left. If he pleaded for Mooney’s freedom 
in San Francisco (which gave him good circula- 
tion in the north of California), he was the guid- 
ing spirit behind the American Legion’s enforce- 
ment of the Red-flag law in Los Angeles (which 
gave him a big circulation there). If he spoke 
for an American wage in one column, he organ- 
ized a reactionary Farmers’ Association, in the 
next. He has lured the American working classes 
by using their lingo, but in perspective it is evi- 
dent that he has corrupted their minds with vicious 
pap and sold them completely to the “‘interests.”’ 
This is, in fact, what Fascists always set out to 
achieve—no matter what the barrage of slogans 


behind which they push these ends. 


As in Germany, so here in California, the first 
important person to take a definite stand against 
Hearst and his Vigilantes is a Churchman, a 
Bishop of the Episcopal Church. Bishop Edward 
Parsons has enlisted a few liberal professors at 
California and Stanford, and has issued this chal- 
lenge to the remnant of democrats in California: 
“The Bill of Rights is increasingly violated. The 
ballyhoo of the campaigns against communism, 
from which except for sporadic violence we are 
in no danger, is used to crush as subversive all 
free expression of minority opinion.” 


California is a laboratory in which American 
democracy is making a last stand against the or- 
ganized bankers, ranchers and public utilities. 
There is a slim chance that the pioneer tradition 
which at one stage inspires the Vigilantes may 
with proper direction evoke latent powers in the 
more liberal strata of the population and resist 
successfully the forces which have triumphed in 
countries with a more feudal tradition. 






COMMUNIST FARCE 


THE comedy of the American communists’ re- 

cent appeal to the Jewish masses for a united 
front against fascism has broken down into broad 
farce. For when challenged by the test of joint 
action against fascism within Jewish life, commu- 
nists promptly bolted anti-fascist ranks. 


The Jewish working-class in Palestine is men- 
aced by “‘Revisionist’’ strike-breaking, violent at- 
tempts at disrupting the labor union movement, 
and fascist tactics at hammering the political and 
colonizing efforts of the pro-labor Zionist execu- 
tive. This situation led to an unofficial alignment 
of diverse forces within American Jewry: In 
January 1935 forty-seven national organizations, 
representing the American liberal bourgeoisie, as- 
sembled in a National Conference for Palestine at 
which they endorsed the policies of the Zionist 
executive. A few months ago Jewish youth or- 
ganizations, like the Avukah and Masada, de- 
nounced all attempts to split the workers’ labor 
union. Reformed rabbis and American conserva- 
tive rabbis latterly have recorded their sympathy 
for the Zionist workers’ efforts to build up a new 
social order. Delegates of 250,000 Jewish work- 
ers met in New York last December to proclaim 
solidarity with the Histadrut. Under the circum- 
stances, one reasonably might have supposed that 
communists, no matter how anti-Zionist, likewise 
would take up cudgels for Palestinian unionized 
Socialist workmen. But strangely enough, just the 
opposite has occurred. 


When an opportunity to battle against fascism 
in Jewish life offered itself, what did communists 


actually do? 


They utilized the arrival of Jabotinsky (Fuehrer 
of the Revisionists) in order to attack—the Jew- 
ish proletariat in Palestine! On February 19, the 
New Masses published a puerile Jabotinsky in- 
terview which uncritically printed the would-be 
Jewish Mussolini’s version of Palestinian affairs. 
Consequently, Robert Gessner, the writer of the 
piece, perverted into a Revisionist victory Jewish 
labor’s success in checking strike-breaking and in 
forcing Jabotinsky’s cohorts publicly to disavow 
their practice of violence. The New Masses re- 
porter deliberately distorted his account of the 
conflicts between anti-fascist and fascist factors in 
order to create the ludicrous impression that all 
Jewish inhabitants of Palestine (except capitalists 
and religious Jews!!) are Nazis. According to 
Mr. Gessner, the sole difference between the 
“brown” Revisionists and the Socialist workers 
resides in the respective color of their shirts. 
Thus, the conniving interviewer implies that it 
doesn’t really matter whether one backs up Re- 
visionist strike-breakers or unionized Socialist- 
Zionists. 
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Goaded on by their holy zeal for assaulting 
the Palestinian working class, the editors of the 
New Masses did not content themselves merely 
with publishing the Jabotinsky interview. They 
capped the Gessner article with a 600 word mass- 
onslaught on the entire Zionist front. In order 
to exterminate hated Zionism, the editors decided 
not to be any too finicky. Among the Communist 
stink-bombs hurled in their prefatory remarks are 
musty, long-disproved prevarications like: 


1—‘‘The Jewish members of the revolutionary 
movement have always fought Zionism as detri- 
mental to the interests of the Jewish masses.” 
This rigmarole in face of the facts that Moses 
Hess, collaborator of Engels and friend of Marx, 
was among the progenitors of Zionism; that for 
over thirty years the Poale Zion, Socialist Ter- 
ritorialists, leaders of the Socialist Revolutionary 
Party and the Zeire Zion worked for the Socialist 
upbuilding of Palestine; that 238,523 Jewish 
workers elected delegates to the World Congress 
for Labor Palestine held in 1930; and that a 


quarter of a million American Jewish workmen: 


took part in the national convention of the Ge- 
werkschaften Labor Palestine campaign in 1934. 

2—“‘Zionism is dispossessing the Arab peasants 
and is conducting a colonization by conquest with 
the aid of British bayonets . . . it is a tool of 
British imperialism.” 
out by communists who are only too well aware 
that to accuse Zionists of “‘dispossessing’’ Arabs 
and of colonizing with the aid of bayonets is as 
grotesque as the red-baiting charge of national- 
ization of women in Soviet Russia. To describe 
as British tools the Jewish Socialists, who were 
engaged in building communes in Palestine long 
before anyone dreamt of a Balfour Declaration, 
is on the same mental level as labelling Stalin 
a hired agent of Hitler. 

3—“No nation can solve its problems by emi- 
grating’. This pompous dictum is solemnly 
mouthed to a persecuted people, millions of whom 
are forced to emigrate. It is declaimed by the 
very group which urges Soviet Jews to solve their 
national problem by migrating thousands of miles 
within Russia to Biro-Bidjan. 

4—‘‘Zionism draws away the attention of the 
Jewish masses from the problems of the country 
where they live.” The Jewish masses have be- 
come Zionists largely because they are trying 
to solve fundamentally those very problems. 
Whence Zionist demands in every country for 
economic, cultural, and political equality. 

s—‘‘Zionism separates the Jews from the mass- 
es of other nationalities.” It no more severs them 
than the French masses are sundered from the 
Danish or the Armenian proletariat from the Uk- 
rainian. For the first time in Jewish history, 


Zionism has enabled Jews to become truly inter- 
national. As avowed Jewish Socialists they now 


This tommy-rot is dished " 
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directly belong to the Socialist International and 
have become an integral part of the international 
cooperative movement. Why should the Jewish 
right to equal recognition with other national 
groups be stigmatized as separatism? 


6—“‘Zionism is a chauvinist movement.” Pre- 
cisely what it is not. Zionism is based on the 
belief that Jews are neither superior nor inferior 
to other peoples. It actively combats the chau- 
vinist and imperialist policies of those nationali- 
ties who force Jews to assimilate. 

7—‘‘Zionism is a breeding ground for fascism.” 
On the contrary it is the most powerful deterrent 
of fascism in Jewish life. By saving the middle 
classes from despair and by offering them the pos- 
sibility of becoming workers in a Jewish national 
homeland, it constructively counteracts tendencies 
for fascism. 

8—‘The three hundred thousand Jews in Pal- 
estine are making life in that country an unbear- 
able sardine box.” Boloney! Palestine is a 
country in which there is an acute labor shortage 
and where there is a steady demand for new 
immigration. The present rural population of 
Palestine (including the Bedouins) consists of 
700,000. Palestine’s absorptive capacity in the 
agricultural field alone totals 2,140,000. 


Why the farce of these latest venomous and 
futile discharges against Zionism, and against the 
Socialist workers in Palestine? Why try to stick 
a rusty dagger into the back of Jewish anti-fas- 
cism? Primarily because Jewish communists can- 
not free themselves from the incubus of bourgeois 
assimilationist ideology. Consequently when con- 
fronted with a choice between supporting Jewish 
Socialism in Palestine or aiding Jewish fascism, 
the New Masses cannot resist the temptation of 
pot-shotting the Socialist-Zionist working class. 
The moment the slogan of a united front against 
fascism has to be applied to predicaments in Pal- 
estine, communist vision becomes blood-shot. 
Traditional professional Zion-hatred triumphs 
over principles of class struggle. And class con- 
scious communists prefer to confuse issues and be 
of service to fascism rather than side with the 
Zionist proletariat. 


SOLUTION BY SUICIDE 


HE conception of a Jewish State evokes a 

variety of attitudes: The majority of Zion- 
ists still cherish the hope that in the course of 
time Palestine will develop into an independent 
Jewish State. The Revisionists make a cult of 
political hulabaloo, and call traitor to the national 
cause anyone not ready to engage in the grotesque 
business of “‘demanding”’ the immediate proclama- 
tion of Jewish statehood. Some Revisionists even 
indulge in loose talk about the future establish- 
ment of a Jewish Empire. On the other hand, 
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the Brit Shalom group in Palestine, with Chan- 
cellor Magnes as its apostle, simulates the early 
Christians, rejects political nationalism and 
preaches a purely “spiritual’’ Judaism, with a 
laboratory for Hebrew genius on Mount Scopus. 
To complete the collection, Moshe Smilansky, the 
Hebrew writer and notorious leader of the Pales- 
tine Farmers’ Association, has recently adopted 
a “realistic” attitude and announced a program 
of political self-annihilation. ‘The Jews of the 
world,” according to Mr. Smilansky’s new gospel, 
“should concentrate on a demand that Palestine 
be declared a crown colony’”—in other words, our 
national task in this complicated period of Jewish 
history is resignation to our present lot. 

Mr. Smilansky is fed up with the vague and 
inevitably paradoxical position of Palestine as a 
mandate territory (so are some British politicians, 
for their own reasons). He has come to the con- 
clusion that the mandate was a “failure” and 
“hampered the economic growth of the country” 
and that the best solution to the tangled Pales- 
tinian problems would be the transformation of 
Palestine into a crown colony. 

Mr. Smilansky is, no doubt, more aware of the 
rapid economic development of Palestine under 
the mandatory regime, in spite of its conspicuous 
shortcomings, than the average Jewish observer; 
he is familiar with the situation in the neighboring 
countries. Of course, he would not deny the ob- 
vious fact, that those countries have every reason 
to envy Palestine, although they were not “kept 
in chains for seventeen years” by the Mandatory 
Power. But Mr. Smilansky seems to want stability 
and clarity in Palestine’s. position, above all. 
There is no doubt that the simplicity of a colonial 
regime provides more assurance of “steadiness”’ 
than the vacillating policy of a Mandate Admin- 
istration. 

Some well-to-do sections of the present Jewish 
population in Palestine — especially the citrus 
growers, whose interests are dear to Mr. Smilan- 
sky’s heart, might even benefit economically from 
the degradation (or promotion?) of the country 
to the status of a crown colony. Cyprus, for in- 
stance, enjoys all the blessings of preferential 
tariff within the Empire it belongs to; Palestine 
does not. The Palestinian Jewish exporters feel 
themselves economically inferior to the privileged 
exporters of the Greek island; perhaps some of 
them would not hesitate to sell their intangible 
“birthright”, the potential status of a Jewish 
homeland, for the visible dish of lentils, offered 
by a crown colony status. As a citrus grower and 
exporter Mr. Smilansky may be perfectly right in 
weighing benefits for the small group he repre- 
sents, but as a Jew and a Jewish leader he certainly 
understands the implications of the new status he 
desires for Palestine. Political ingenuousness is 
not among the assortment of virtues recently ac 
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quired by the landlord of Rehobot; he surely 
knows that the kind of political stabilization he 
would like Palestine to attain may under given 
circumstances mean the actual liquidation of 
Zionism. 

The Mandate system is far from being an ideal 
one. Jews all over the world learn by object 
lessons that Great Britain does not completely 
fulfill her obligations in Palestine. But the Man- 
date includes the Balfour Declaration, the only 
document formulating our specific right in and to 
Palestine. In accepting the Mandate, Great 
Britain assumed a definite obligation to facilitate 
Jewish immigration and colonization. The very 
day Palestine is proclaimed a crown colony British 
obligations would expire; the Balfour Declaration 
would become a meaningless diplomatic relic, and 
Great Britain would have the legal right to stop 
Jewish immigration entirely. What Mr. Smilan- 
sky proposes is nothing short of declaring the 
Zionist idea bankrupt. 

Under present conditions any final political 
status for Palestine—be it that of a crown colony 
or even of a dominion—would lead to a petrifica- 
tion of Zionism, to a crystallization of Jewish col- 
onizational achievements. For years to come Pal- 
estine ought to be in a state of “becoming” rather 
than in a state of “‘being”. Great Britain should 
not be encouraged or allowed to renounce her obli- 
gations towards the Jewish people by “‘simplify- 
ing” her functions in Palestine. 

What Mr. Smilansky suggests, is disentangling 
life’s problems through suicide. 


A VICIOUS CIRCLE — 

AND THE WAY OUT 

PUBLIC opinion can now take inventory of 
progress made by the League’s High Com- 

missioner for German refugees. Mr. James G. 

McDonald’s melancholy report, his return to the 

United States and his hopes in South America 

spur us on to review the adventure in charity 

of which he was made the protagonist. 

Within the mounting limitations of his trying 
task Mr. McDonald can still raise his labors from 
the category of expedient humanitarianism to the 
level of history. It is the conviction of the Jew- 
ish Frontier that Palestine is economically and 
historically the logical objective for settling Jew- 
ish refugees. This does not subtract gratitude 
where it is deserved, nor does it slight potentiali- 
ties in Ecuador, Brazil, Syria, Biro-Bidjan, even 
mythological Angola. Nor is this conviction ra- 
tionalized by Zionist sentiment. It is based on 
facts of the practical economic absorptive capa- 
city of Palestine . It is based on the appreciation 
of an experiment not started the day before yes- 
terday, an experiment which the world has had 
plenty of time to judge, if it would. With Mr. 
McDonald’s disheartening document before us we 
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MR. JAMES G. McDONALD: “Evidently, nobody wants my goods.” 


can say that his statesmanship, and that of those 
who made him the catalytic agent of charity, de- 
pends upon a bold discrimination between miti- 
gating pain and assisting history. Naturally, one 
is more difficult than the other, but the difference 
is plain for all who have eyes to see. 


The first accomplished phase of Mr. McDon- 
ald’s work exposes the intrinsic difference . As 
far as can be estimated the refugees from Ger- 
many number about 100,000. Less than half are 
still unsettled. The dfficulty of placing the re- 
mainder has not been lessened by time but in- 
creased by exhausted patience and resources. For 
there now exists a degree even lower than the 
status of an exile—it is the condition of being 
“stateless”. This civic curiosity, quite. the oppo- 
site of ideal internationalism, is multiplying among 
refugees who cannot obtain prolongation of their 
asylum. German citizenship obtained after No- 
vember 1918 expires. In a world of red tape 
and nationalistic pedigrees the victim becomes the 
football of policemen. Permits to work are im- 
possible. As Mr. McDonald describes the refu- 
gees, ‘“They are moving in a vicious circle—inse- 
cure and not permitted to work where they are, 
and not enabled to settle elsewhere.” Under these 
circumstances the situation is hopelessly consigned 
to the tactics of philanthropy and Mr. McDonald 
stands tragically burdened before the closed and 
half-open doors of humanity. 


Of the Jewish refugees only from ten to fifteen 
thousand have settled in Palestine. The British 
Government should be fully aware of the econ- 
omic capacity of Palestine. According to official 
figures lately published, Jewish immigration dur- 
ing one month — December 1934 — amounted to 
4120. The figure for 1934 was 42,358, an in- 
crease of 40% over 1933 when 30,327 Jews en- 
tered Palestine. In a period of European and 
American depression the relation between what 
these figures mean and the Refugee Commission- 
er’s purpose speaks for itself. For a vastly 
greater number of Jews than those who have en- 
tered it Palestine is a way out of what Mr. 
McDonald himself calls a vicious circle. 


The refugees who found their way into Pales- 
tine did so to a large extent on a basis of capital. 
But the interests of Jews without capital are well 
guarded in Palestine. The readers of Jewish 
Frontier have had extensive proof of this from 
the pens of several eminent economists, such as 
Mr. Traub, Mr. Niemerowski and Mr. Frumkin. 
For instance, the 1934 immigration of 42,358 
persons included only 8,237 “capitalists” : as many 
as 20,358 (55.6%) came in under the Jewish 
Agency certificate schedule—a proletariat status. 
In 1933 Palestine took in 18,403 laborers among 
the 30,327 immigrants of the year. At this mo- 
ment Palestine is actually suffering from a short- 
age of Jewish labor. This colors Mr. McDonald’s 





























MARCH 1935 


research in South America with an inglorious 
irony. It lends Angola, Ecuador, and other ter- 
ritorial schemes more romanticism than economic 
attraction. 

But how many can Palestine ultimately hold? 

The results actually achieved, not the mere in- 
tention, prove that Palestine is approaching the 
average norm of cultivation in technologically ad- 
vanced countries. The introduction of mixed 
farming, which includes wheat, dairy, poultry and 
vegetables has reduced the required land unit of 
the older Jewish colonies. This is also true in 
the irrigable districts of colonies like Magdiel, 
Herzliah, Ein-Ganin, and Nachlat-Yehuda. The 
character of these large land areas, the climatic 
conditions of the country, the irrigation possibili- 
ties along the sea coast, and transportation condi- 
tions facilitate a far-reaching intensification of 
Palestinian agriculture. It means that on a cul- 
tivation area of 2,140,000 hectars about 428,000 
rural households can be established, and that Pal- 
estine is able to sustain an agriculturul population 
of 2,140,000 people. The rural population of 
Palestine, including practically half of the Bedouin 
population amounts only to 700,000 people. 
Thus the colonization capacity of Palestine allows 
for three times its agriculturally active population. 

The capacity for industrialization must be view- 
ed on the basis of this potential rural population 
of two million. Palestine cannot be a country of 
absolute self-sufficiency, nor will it remain pre- 
dominantly agricultural. It -has water-power for 
electricity. Its main port, Haifa, has become the 
terminus for the oil pipe line from Mesopotamia. 
The exploitation of the mineral resources of the 
Dead Sea open possibilities for a considerable 
chemical industry. Palestine is the gate to the 
whole Near East. All the neighboring countries, 
including Persia and Turkey, come into considera- 
tion as export-markets. As a bridge between 
three continents Palestine commands the position 
of a transit country and is the junction-point of 
the railway-lines from Constantinople to Cairo, 
and from Haifa to Bagdad and Teheran. 
Through Jewish immigration Palestine obtains a 
human element that is particularly adapted econ- 
omically and psychologically for exploiting these 
possibilities. Thus the industrial and urban colon- 
ization of Palestine may outrun its rural colon- 
ization. In fact Mr. S. Kaplansky’s economic 
studies, on which some of these remarks are based, 
reach the conclusion that Palestine can ultimately 
absorb millions of the Jewish working class and 
is able to scientifically sustain between four and 
eight millions. 

Just now Mr. McDonald and his tragic family 
are walking in a vicious circle. For at least some 
of these the compelling way out is Palestine. 








HYPHENATED-AMERICA 


JN A recent interview given to George Britt of 


the World-Telegram by Joseph Proskauer, and 
in a slashing attack on that interview by Horace 
Kallen in the Congress Bulletin, we can discern 
for the first time the sharp demarcations of two 
philosophies of Jewish life in America. 

Proskauer, lawyer that he is, goes back to 
precedent, to Jesus, no less, who said: “Render 
unto Caesar the things that are Caesar’s and unto 
God the things that are God’s.”” And not to ap- 
pear plebian in his choice of precedents, he also 
quotes Jacob H. Schiff: “I have never believed 
as far as our co-religionists in this country are con- 
cerned, that these are anything or should be any- 
thing but part and parcel of the American nation; 
or in other words, Americans of the Jewish faith”. 
Mr. Proskauer claims to be speaking for the sub- 
stantial, that is, the conservative group of Ameri- 
can Jewry. 

Mr. Kallen, in rebuttal, points out the arrogance 
implied in the adjective, substantial—the moneyed 
smugness of it. He resents also the imputation 
of Hyphenated-Americanism to the followers of 
the Congress. He insists that the popular elec- 
tions planned by the Congress are of the very 
essence of democracy while the Committee is at 
best a “philanthropy” and at worst a réaction with 
“fascist trends”, Hle claims that Proskauer’s 
New Testament division of power between God 
and Caesar would leave God bankrupt. He main- 
tains that the world congress contemplated by 
his group is no different in purpose than a meet- 
ing of the P.E.N. or the International Rotary. 
He might have gone on to say that whereas he, 
Kallen, believes in cultural pluralism, politically 
implemented, as the only form of democratic life 
which guarantees group integrity, Proskauer and 
the Committee believe only in religious pluralism. 
The distinction appears to be one of theory only 
unless one realizes that the Committee speaks for 
assimilationists largely, while the Congress speaks 
for those who are convinced that Jews are des- 
tined always to remain Jews. Meanwhile, both 
groups make many boners and wash each other’s 
laundry on the public square. Poor middle-class 
Jews—upper and lower! It is not enough that 
the trend of industry squeezes them into tighter 
places and that the New Deal befuddles them with 
its all-things-to-all-men slogans. They are now 
confronted in their Jewish moments with a choice 
between a Committee which is efficient, secretive, 
snobbish and “‘super-American” and a Congress 
which is democratic but inefficient. 





ATTENTION! 


The Jewish Frontier will print letters which are especially inter- 
esting and concise. It invites the contribution of new as well as 
accepted writers in prose and verse—and the work of artists. MSS 
must be accompanied by return postage. 
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JEWISH FRONTIER 


EXPOSING THE ANTI-SEMITIC 


ON February 3, William Dudley Pelley's "Pinckney 


1934, William 


Dudley Pelley pub- Diary" alleging Benjamin Franklin's Jew- 


lished in his jour- 
nal “Liberation” a hatred, a Fake. 


Five days later, 
September 25, 
1934, Robert Ed- 
. ward Edmondson, 
Internationally re- \ho has been ac- 


passage purporting printed, distributed in U. S. A. by used by Mr. John 


to be an extract 


from the “Private Robert Edward Edmondson, "The 


Diary” of Charles 


Spivak of being a 
Nazi agent in the 
United States, sent 


Pinckney, of South Prophecy" is here exposed as another the alleged Frank- 


Carolina, in which 
Benjamin Franklin 
was quoted as denouncing Jews in unmeasured 
terms, with all the savagery of a Hitler or Goeb- 
bels. Mr. Pelley declared that Pinckney, as one 


of the framers of the Constitution, had taken- 


notes on “Chit-chat around the Table during In- 
termissions,” that he had published this diary, 
that General W. T. Sherman had ordered the de- 
struction of private libraries during the Civil War, 
and that among the rare books sacrificed was 
Pinckney’s diary. But, Mr. Pelley went on to 
say, a copy survived in the hands of a descendant 
in the southwestern part of Georgia, and that the 
extract in “Liberation” was taken from this copy. 
Where the copy is now, who has it, Mr. Pelley 
did not state; nor has any copy yet been discov- 
ered by extensive researches. 


In August, 1934, the ‘“Weltdienst,” an inter- 
national news service, anti-Jewish in bias, pub- 
lished in Erfurt, Germany, in three languages— 
German, French and English—issued this alleged 
statement by Franklin condemning the Jews. In 
so doing it did not mention the name of Pinckney, 
but ascribed the document to the journal of a dele- 
gate to the constitutional convention of “1789.” 


Later in August, the “Volksbund,” a Swiss 
Nazi organ reprinted the alleged Franklin’s 
“Prophecy” ascribing its source to “co-workers 
in Germany.” 


In its issue of the first week of September, ‘Der 
Stuermer,” the fiery organ published by Julius 
Streicher, contained a dispatch from its New York 
Correspondent, J. L. MacCormick, quoting the 
alleged Franklin “Prophecy” and using it as an 
introduction to an attack on the Jews in the cus- 
tomary Nazi style. 

On September 20, the Jegvish “Daily Bulletin,” 
in commenting upon the article in “Der Stuermer,” 
referred to the alleged prophecy of Franklin, 
without quoting it in detail or inquiring into its 
authenticity. 


Fascist lie. 


lin “Prophecy” to 
investment and 
brokerage houses, business men, and others inter- 
ested in his program or subscribing to his “ser- 
vice.” Inthe hands of Mr. Edmondson the docu- 
ment and its history take the following form. 
Although it is not exactly identical with the ex- 
tract published by Mr. Pelley, it is the same in 
substance. 


GREAT AMERICAN STATESMAN CRED- 
ITED WITH FORESHADOWING PRES- 
ENT POLITICO-ECONOMIC 
“RED CRISIS” 


“In whatever country Jews have settled in any great 
numbers,’ said Frankiln, ‘they have lowered its moral 
tone; depreciated its commercial integrity; have segre- 
gated themselves and have not been assimilated; have 
sneered at and tried to undermine the Christian reli- 
gion upon which that nation is founded by objecting to 
its restrictions; have built up a state within a state; 
and when opposed have tried to strangle that country to 
death financially, as in the case of Spain and Portugal. 

“For over 1,700 years the Jews have been bewailing 
their sad fate in that they have been exiled from their 
homeland, as they call Palestine. But, Gentlemen, did 
the world today give it to them in fee simple, they 
would at once find some cogent reason for not return- 
ing. Why? Because they are vampires, and vampires 
do not live on vampires. They cannot live on them- 
selves. They must subsist on Christians and other 
peoples not of their race. 

““If you do not exclude them from these United 
States, in this Constitution, in less than 200 years 
they will have swarmed in such great numbers that 
they will dominate and devour the land, and change 
our form of government, for which we Americans have 
shed our blood, given our lives, our substance and 
jeopardized our liberty. 

“If you do not exclude them, in less than 200 years 
our descendants will be working in the fields to fur- 
nish them substance, while they will be in the counting 
houses rubbing their hands. I warn you, Gentlemen, 
if you do not exclude the Jews for all time, your chil- 
dren will curse you in your graves. 

“Jews, Gentlemen, are Asiatics, let them be born 
where they will, or how many prec they are 
away from Asia, they never will be otherwise. Their 
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FORGERY ABOUT FRANKLIN 
| e By Charles A. Beard 


ideas do not conform 
to an American’s, and 
will not even though 
they live among us ten 
generations. A leopard 
cannot change its spots. 

Jews are Asiatics, are a 

menace to this country 

if permitted entrance, 
and should be excluded 
by this Constitution.’ 

“On the statute books of 
the United States is the 
Asiatic Exclusion Law by 
which Asiatics are prohibi- 
ted from entering this coun- 
try on the ground that they 
cannot be assimilated be- 
cause ‘their ideas do not 
conform’ to American cus- 
toms and principles. 

“If Red revolutionary 
Jews are Asiatics, would it 
not be in harmony with the 
aforesaid law to deport them 
as aliens illegally in the 
United States? 

“Col. E. N. Sanctuary, 
whose racial problem books 
have attracted widespread 
attention, is authority for the 
statement that out of 19 
aliens arrested in the San 
Francisco general strike, 11 
were ‘Red’ Jews — whose 
olen might well be Orien- 
tal.” 

“New York, Sept. 25, 1934. 
Robert Edward Edmondson” 


(Edmondson Economic Service, 
80 Washington St., New York) 








",.. For the Values of the Scien- 
tific and Humane Spirit..." 


— are times when physical force is exalted. 
It is widely deemed old-fashioned, outmoded, 
and infantile to speak of an appeal to reason, to exalt 
toleration as a virtue in itself, and to believe that truth 
has any part in practical affairs. That this is the situa- 
tion in which we find ourselves calls for no illustra- 
tions. They lie on every hand and come upon our 
vision from every angle. 

Yet there are a few left im the world who have 
not surrendered to this spirit of the times. There 
are a few who still believe that force, lying and deceit 
are not virtues in themselves, and that no civilization 
worth having can be founded upon them. It is these 
few who propose to keep the channels of discussion 
open and to cherish respect for demonstrated facts 
and for the values of the scientific and humane spirit. 
They do not propose to surrender to wrath and un- 
reason, but to do battle to the bitter end in the belief 
that hope, as Shelley says, can create from its own 
wreck the thing it contemplates, 

Although the following paragraphs deal with a 
single issue in this conflict between force and reason, 
deceit and respect for facts, they illustrate all too 
vividly the nature of the struggle now being waged. 
They show the lengths to which force will go in 
efforts to gain its end, the chicanery to which it will 


. resort, the depths of unreason to which it will sink. 


Still more significant, perhaps, it shows how wide a 
currency may be given to a palpable lie, wittingly 
or unwittingly, by the press and by men presumed to 
have honor. 

CHARLES A. BEARD. 








Since Mr. Edmond- 
son referred to Mr. 
Grant as the source of 
the story, I wrote to 
Mr. Grant on October 
20, asking him to be 
good enough to tell me 
where I could find the 
original document. In 
reply, Mr. Grant stated 
that some years ago he 
had received what “pur- 
ported” to be a copy of 
Franklin’s remarks be- 
fore the convention in 
Philadelphia, but had 
‘no information what- 
ever as to the authenti- 
city of the paper.” 

Although I was pret- 
ty well convinced by this 
time that the Franklin 
“Prophecy” was a pure 
fabrication, I had been 
taught by bitter experi- 
ence the dangers of 
drawing a negative con- 
clusion, It is not easy 
in historical writing to 
prove a negative in the 
absence of authentic evi- 
dence. So I wrote to 
an old friend of mine, 








When this release by Mr. Edmondson ‘came 


into my hands, I was amazed by the document. 
As a student of the writings of Pinckney and 
Franklin, I had never seen anything like it, and 
on October 15, 1934, I wrote to Mr. Edmondson 
asking him to give me the source from which his 
Franklin’s “Prophecy” was taken, as I desired to 
examine the original myself. To my letter Mr. 
Edmondson replied that he understood that the 
“copy” for the “Prophecy” ‘emanated from Mr. 
Madison Grant of New York City, unauthenti- 
cated.” He added that several investigations 


were being conducted to determine its authenticity, 
and that he had felt justified in issuing it because 
mention of it in the Jewish ‘Daily Bulletin” had 
caused a widespread demand for the story. In 
short, Mr. Edmondson published the alleged 
statement and then conducted inquiries to deter- 
mine its authenticity. 





one of the outstanding scholars in the United 
States, a man most familiar with the writings of 
both Franklin and Pinckney. Should I mention 
his name, his authority would be immediately rec- 
ognized, but I must not bring him into this affair. 
To my inquiry this scholar replied that there are 
indications which make it almost certain that 
Pinckney did not keep a diary of convention pro- 
ceedings. He added that there is nowhere any 
evidence that Franklin ever made such a speech 
and that it is inconceivable that he should ever 
have done so. In addition, my friend declared 
flatly: “‘The alleged Franklin document is merely 
a forgery, and a crude one at that.” 

Although convinced by this scholar’s report that 
the Franklin “Prophecy” was a crude forgery, I 
still had the historian’s suspicion that there might 
be somewhere in Franklin’s writings one or more 
remarks derogatory to the Jews, which could fur- 
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Fesxumry 3, 1934 


Liberation 





Did Benjamin Franklin | 
Say this about the Hebrews? 


T the beginning of the Civil War many 
copies of the Private Diary of Charles 
Pinckney, of South Carolina, were to 
be found in that State. 

Pinckney was one of the framers 
of the Constitution of the United 
States, and published his Diary for pri- 
vate distribution among his friends un- 
der the title: Chit-Chat Around the 
Table During Intermission. 

By special order of Gen. William 
T. Sherman, very nearly all of the fine 

private libraries—the finest in the United States up to 1861 

—were destroyed, and among the rare books sacrificed was 

Charles Pinckney’s Diary. 

Among the few copies extant is one given by Mr. Pinck- 
ney to his daughter, who married Etheldred Hays, and with 
him emigrated to the recently opened land of the Creek 
Indians in 1817, in the extreme part of southwest Georgia. 
It is from this copy that the following extract has been taken. 

Says Mr. Pinckney:— 





D® BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, a venerable figure, 
weighed down by years and wisdom, leaned one hand 
on.his staff, the other on the table and said: “I fully agree 
with General Washington that we must safeguard this young 
nation, as yet in its swaddling clothes, from the insidious in- 
fluence and impenetration of the Continental religions which 
pauperize and degrade all countries and peoples over whom 
they hold sway. But there is a greater menace to these 
United States of America than the strictly Roman, because 
a large number of our citizens are from the men 
and women persecuted by that church, and they and their 
descendants will never forget nor cease to abhor. 

“This greater menace, gentlemen, is the Jew! 

“In whatever country Jews have settled in any great 
numbers they have lowered its moral tone; have depreciated 
its commercial integrity; have segregated themselves; have 
not assimilated; have sneered at, and tried to undermine, 
the Christian religion upon which this nation is founded, by 
objecting to its restrictions; have built up a State within a 
State, and when opposed have tried to strangle that 
to death financially, as in the case of Spain and P 


“SOR over seventeen hundred years the Jews have been 

bewailing their sad fate in that they have been exiled 
from their homeland, as they call Palestine. But, gentle- 
men, did the civilized world today give them Palestine in 
fee-simple, they would at once find some cogent reason for 
not returning. Why? Because they are vampires, and vam- 
pires do not live upon vampires. They cannot live among 


nish some slender basis for the fabrication. So, 


themselves only. They must subsist on Christians, and other 
peoples not of their race. 

“If you do not exclude them from the United States in 
this Constitution, in less than two hundred years they will 
have swarmed here in such great numbers that they will 
dominate and devour the land, and change our form of gov- 
ernment for which we Americans have shed our blood, given 
our lives, our substance, jeopardized our liberty, and put 
into it our best thoughts. 

“If you do not exclude them, in less than two hundred 
years our descendants will be working in the fields to furnish 
them sustenance, while they will be in the counting houses, 
rubbing their hands gleefully. 

“] warn you, gentlemen, that if you do not exclude the 
Jews for all time, your children’s children will curse you 
in your graves! 


| pes, gentlemen, are Asiatics. Let them be born where 
they will, or how many generations they are away from 
Asia, and they will never be otherwise. Their ideas do not 
conform to an American’s, even though they live among us 
ten generations. A leopard cannot change its spots. Jews 
are Asiatics, are a menace to this country if permitted en- 
trance, and should be excluded by this Constitution!” 

Such is Benjamin Franklin’s reliably reputed version and 
opinion of a question which now vexes 115,000,000 Gentile 
Christians, beset on every hand by exactly the same horde. 

“We were greatly surprised,” comments Pinckney, “at 
the words of Dr. Franklin, more especially as there were 
then only about five hundred of the creatures (Jews) in the 
country.” 


“I TROW,” quoth Mr. Charles Cetesworth Pinckney, “Dr. 
Franklin-may be right. For my part, I never see one 


.of the unkempt fellows but that I would like to spit him on 


my sword. In léss than two hundred years, if we admit 
them, the scurvy scoundrels may be calling us their AN- 
CESTORS!” 

Thereat went up a mighty laugh. 


‘THE two hundred years prophesied by these forefathers 
have nearly passed. No heed was officially taken of Dr. 
Franklin’s warning. This country as a “haven for the op- 
pressed” allowing 500 Jews in 1789 to 137,000 in 1906. - 
Then during America’s terrible war years came in 
4,000,000 of Europe’s Jews and today we Id our finan- 
cial system in the control of a Jewish Federal Reserve, our 
President surrounded by a cabinet of Jews, our press, our 
stage, . transpor i i dby these Jewish“ Asiatics”. 
Are the posterity of these mighty thinkers about to curse 
their forebears in their graves as Dr. Franklin prophesied? . . 





JeEwisH FRONTIER 


PHOTOSTAT OF 
LIBERATION 
FOR FEB. 3, 1934 


William Dudley Pel- 
ley’s Nazi sheet put 
its headline as a 
question, then treat- 
ed the alleged quota- 
tions as fact. The 
reader will note, as 
Dr. Beard points 
out, that even the 
language is not of the 
18th century. 


the opportunity to pass for putting a bar in the 





I searched Franklin’s writings myself, and had 
searches made by scholarly assistants in the avail- 
able records, including the vast collections of 
Frankliniana in Philadelphia. I have sought the 
alleged Diary of Pinckney. 

All these searches have produced negative re- 
sults. I cannot find a single original source that 
gives the slightest justification for believing that 
the “Prophecy” is anything more than a bare-faced 
forgery. Not a word have I discovered in Frank- 
lin’s letters and papers expressing any such senti- 
ments against the Jews as are ascribed to him by 
the Nazis — American and German. His well- 
known liberality in matters of religious opinions 
would, in fact, have precluded the kind of utter- 
ances put in his mouth by this palpable forgery. 
Had he or any members of the Constitutional con- 
vention entertained such violent convictions it is 
scarcely possible that they would have allowed 


Constitution when provisions for the regulation 
of foreign commerce and for naturalization were 
up for consideration. The proceedings of the 
convention were secret and any member was free 
to speak his mind without fear of publicity. 
Franklin was then an old man beyond all earthly 
ambitions and spoke freely without thought of 
effects on his political career. In his writings on 
immigration, Franklin made no mention of dis- 
crimination against Jews. 

So much for the negative evidence to the effect 
that Franklin did not utter the sentiments expres- 
sed in the alleged “Prophecy” or say anything 
which could be twisted to imply that he entertain- 
ed any such views. On the other side there is 
positive evidence that he held Jews in high re- 
gard. When the Hebrew Society of Philadelphia 
sought to raise money for “a religious house,” 
or synagogue, in Philadelphia, Franklin signed 
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the petition of appeal for contributions to “citi- 
zens of every religious denomination,” and gave 
£5 himself to the fund. If he held the views false- 
ly ascribed to him, he would scarcely have given 
money and lent his influence in the promotion of 
the Society’s project. 


Strange as it may seem to the creators and cir- 
culators of this alleged “Prophecy,” the only ra- 
cial immigration which Franklin feared was the 
influx of Germans, and he did not propose to 
set up a bar against them. In view of the fact 
that German Nazis make so much of the Franklin 
forgery, it seems fitting to include here just what 
Franklin did say about the Germans in a letter 
written in 1753: 


“I am perfectly of your mind that measures of great 
temper are necessary with the Germans; and am not 
without apprehension, that, through their indiscretion, 
or ours, or both, great disorders may one day arise 
among us. Those who come hither are generally the 
most stupid of their own nation, and, as ignorance is 
often attended with credulity when knavery would mis- 
lead it, and with suspicion when honesty would set it 
right; and as few of the English understand the Ger- 
man language, and so cannot address them either from 
the press or the pulpit, it is almost impossible to re- 
move any prejudice they may entertain. Their clergy 
have very little influence on the people, who seem to 
take a pleasure in abusing and discharging the minister 
on every trivial occasion. Not being used to liberty 
they know not how to make a modest use of it. And 
as Holben says of the young Hottentots, that they are 
not esteemed men until they have shown their manhood 
by beating their mothers, so these seem not to think 
themselves free, till they can feel their liberty in abus- 
ing and insulting their teachers. Thus they are under 
no restraint from ecclesiastical government; they be- 
have, however, submissively enough at present to the 
civil government, which I wish they may continue to 
do, for I remember when they modestly declined inter- 
meddling in our elections, but now they come in 
droves and carry all before them, except in one or 
two countries. 

“Few of their children in the country know English. 
They import many books from Germany; and of the 
six printing houses in the province, two are entirely 
German, two half-German, half-English, and but two 
entirely English. They have one German newspaper, 
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and one half-German. Advertisements, intended to be 
general, are now printed in Dutch and English. The 
signs in our streets have inscriptions in both languages, 
and in some places only German. They begin of late 
to make all their bonds and other legal instruments 
in their own language, which (though I think it ought 
not to be) are allowed good in our courts, where the 

German business so increases that there is continued - 

need of interpreters; and I suppose in a few years 

they will also be necessary in the Assembly, to tell 
half of our legislators what the other half say. 

“In short, unless the stream of their importation 
could be turned from this to other colonies, as you 
very judiciously propose, they will soon so outnumber 
us that all the advantages we have will, in my opinion, 
be not able to preserve our language, and even our 
government will become precarious.” 

One more point should be made in respect of 
this ‘‘Prophecy” ascribed to Franklin: The 
phraseology of the alleged “Prophecy” is not that 
of the eighteenth century; nor is the language 
that of Franklin. It contains certain words that 
belong to contemporary Germany rather than 
America of Franklin’s period. For example, the 
word “homeland” was not employed by Jews in 
Franklin’s time. It was created in connection with 
the Palestine mandate. Furthermore the return 
to Palestine, or Zionism, was not a popular move- 
ment at that time. Few, if anyone, dreamed that 
Palestine could then be wrested from Turkish 
rule and made a homeland for Jews. 

What is, then, the upshot? This alleged 
“Prophecy” ascribed to Franklin is a crude for- 
gery, and his name should be cleared of the crass 
prejudices attributed to him. There is in our 
historical records no evidence whatever of any 
basis for the falsehood. Whoever encounters this 
piece of propaganda should nail it at once. If the 
gentlemen who have given it currency have any 
honor, they will either produce their proof or 
publicly confess their offence. 

Those willing to attack character in the name 
of falsehood may go their way, but unless the 
spirit of scholarship and fair play is dead in 
America they will be challenged at every point 
in their sinuous career. 


ZIONIST LABOR FRONT CONVENTION 


THE political activities of the present pro-labor 

Zionist executive, as well as its achievements 
in acquiring the Huleh concession and in obtaining 
a large loan for colonization purposes, have been 
hailed with enthusiam by virtually all factions of 
Zionism. But mere votes of approval carried at 
conferences and conventions, no matter how grati- 
fying, are bound to prove inadequate. The im- 
pending Zionist World Congress will have to de- 
cide on important issues like mass immigration 
and national colonization. It will have to adopt 
measures to guard the Jewish masses against the 
menace of fascist tendencies and to elect a new 
executive committee to carry out efficiently its de- 
cisions. Such matters can resolve themselves in 


a satisfactory manner only when and if the Con- 
gress contains a large majority of delegates who 
are in accord with the ideals of the Histadrut. 
Thus only may one be assured that Zionism is to 
build for the Jewish masses a Palestine of social 
justice. Whence the importance of the National 
Convention for a Zionist Labor Front now con- 
vening in the Manhattan Opera House, New 
York. The League for Labor Palestine is a non- 
partisan organization, affiliated with no party in 
Zionism. However, because of its positive atti- 
tude toward the Histadrut, and its cooperative un- 
dertakings in Palestine, it is vitally concerned in 
supporting the policies of Labor Zionism and 
therefore will participate in the Convention. 
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New Values and 


NE peculiarity of our time, from the point of 
- view of thought-currents, may be found in a 
new preoccupation with the problem of values. 
Philosophy has once more become popular—which 
is natural, since men invariably turn to either phi- 
losophy or religion in periods of confusion and 
chaos. Scientific supremacy in the nineteenth cen- 
tury canalized men’s thoughts in the direction of 
methods and techniques; contemporary thought is 
concerned with ends and values. 
It is, of course, an unhappy, though perhaps 


unavoidable, feature of philosophical reflection 


that the two strands of interest rarely coincide. 
But philosophy is destined always to be a reflec- 
tion of the cultural setting; its major problems 
arise in and through human experience, that is, out 
of man’s relationship to his world. At present, 
our world of experience is reduced to confusion 


and unreality by reason of the crisis in economic 


and political affairs. Consequently, philosophic 
interest is at the moment deflected from the more 
rigorous problems of cosmogony and epistemo- 
logy and is centered upon man’s social affairs. An 
odd sort of mood accompanies the current human- 
istic philosophy: we seem to be hesitant and some- 
what humiliated by the fact that we live in a tech- 
nological world which offers undreamed of po- 
tentialities for economic productivity, and yet we 
lack the ingenuity and the wisdom to make proper 
use of our technical instruments. Confronted with 
this dilemma, we make a brave show of adapta- 
tion by restating old and discarded doctrines as 
though we had only now discovered them. For 
example, we resort to racial exclusions; we en- 
visage independent, autocratic states; and we at- 
tempt to solve social problems by escaping within 
the folds of dramatized personal leadership. We 
must know, underneath, that these are representa- 
tive of values which have already been discarded 
in the past. The trouble, of course, lies in the 
fact that we live in a revolutionary moment of 
history and the fundamental implication of revo- 
lution is that it requires of human beings a re- 
yamping of values. It is precisely this task of 
revaluing our values from which we shrink. 
How is the Jewish problem related to this situ- 
ation? In the first place, the very existence of a 
distinctly Jewish people throughout the world is 
evidence of a remarkably persistent sense of value. 
The Jewish problem arises and recurs primarily 
because Jews are compelled to live within other 
cultural systems in which the dominant groups 
make distinctions of value. Jews, say the non- 
Jews, are different. Such statements are usually 
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the Jew 


© by Eduard C. Lindeman 


made without any attempt at specification, with a 
knowing air as though everyone instinctively ad- 
mitted the difference and knew automatically what 
values to place upon it. For example, I listened 
recently to a group of highly intelligent individuals 
who were discussing the details of a world-publi- 
cised murder trial. Comparison respecting the 
chief counsels for the prosecution and the defense 
were under debate. Suddenly, the entire discus- 
sion terminated abruptly when one member of the 
group calmly announced, “Yes, but after all you 
must remember that he (indicating one of the at- 
torneys) is a smart Jew.” Brief and knowing 
glances were exchanged all around; everybody 
seemed to acknowledge a sort of finality of judg- 
ment in the speaker’s statement. After a few mo- 
ments of silence, during which I made a strenuous 
effort to control my indignation, I attempted to 
continue the discussion by asking the final speaker 
what he meant by the term “‘a smart Jew’, but I 
received no response; no one seemed to feel that 
anything further needed to be said. Here, then, 
is one of the ingredients of the Jewish problem: 
the term “Jew” is taken by many people to convey 
the meaning of a cluster of easily-recognised val- 
ues which differentiate Jewish people from all 
others. Further, when such a system of valuation 
becomes current, the dominant group assumes 
that this value-cluster represents a lower order 
than that held to be true of the non-Jewish popu- 
lation. When a whole people may be thus desig- 
nated and uncritically judged it is natural that 
prejudice and persecution should follow. 

Many thoughtful and liberal persons have, in 
the past, hoped that prejudice of this sort might 
be eliminated through education and reason. Yet 
such biases are held, not by the unlettered, but 
particularly by the educated. The purely rational 
approach to the problem of race prejudice must, 
I believe, fail. Insofar as anti-Jewish attitudes 
derive from the sphere of values such attitudes 
cannot be altered by mere applications of logic 
because values come from a deeper source than 
reason. 

I do not mean to infer by the above statement 
what seems to be inherent in the philosophy of 
such thinkers as Bertrand Russell and A. S. Ed- 
dington, namely that science has nothing to do 
with values. On the contrary, it is my contention 
that such arbritrary separations of elements in 
man’s behavior are especially vicious. When phi- 
losophers insist that man is at one moment pure 
scientist, completely dissociated from the world of 
values and at another moment pure moralist, rea- 
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soning without the confines of scientific influence, 
they are making separate entities of a reality 
which is inescapably whole. What I mean is that 
values antedate science; the source of values is 
primarily in the sphere of feelings and intuitions. 
Men have valued long before they knew how or 
saw any reason for measuring. A sense of value 
proceeds from feelings about what might be good 
or true or beautiful or right. Acting, feeling, 
and thinking are merely aspects of behavior. In- 
sofar as these phases of conduct are at all sep- 
arable, thinking becomes a sort of rehearsal for 
acting and feeling, or a rational justification. We 
can always find reasons for validating our feelings 
and actions. If certain people entertain feelings 
about Jews, they find easy rationalizations for 
such feelings, or they make the easier assumption 
that the feelings are in themselves self-validating. 

Jews cannot rid themselves of antagonism and 
prejudice by defending their differences, or by 
reducing their differences to the level of rational 
explanation. Above all, they cannot avoid per- 
secution by either minimizing such differences or 
apologizing for their existence. These are ap- 
peals to reason and do not strike at the root of 
the problem. There is a sense in which, however, 
reasoning, even of a scientific variety, may be 
employed in clarifying prejudice situations. For 
example, the German Nazi position with respect 
to Jews is that they belong to an inferior ethnic 
group and consequently influence the superior 
group in a deleterious manner whenever they at- 
tain to power or prestige. In this case, the Nazi 
feeling about Jews is re-enforced by a form of 
reasoning which may be put to a scientific test: 
there exists no trustworthy ethnological or an- 
thropological evidence that the assumption of in- 
herent racial superiority or inferiority is valid, 
and at this point the Nazi claim falls to the 
ground. But, no one is quite so naive as to be- 
lieve that this lack of scientific evidence in reality 
affects.the Nazi position. On the contrary, Nazi 
apologists are busily at work in an endeavor to 
elicit from Nazi ethnologists such corroborating 
data as will bolster their feelings. 

The future place of Jews in the world will be 
determined, not through dialectics, but rather 
through living experience. Although it seems 
paradoxical to say so, I believe that Jewish oppor- 
tunity is enhanced at this very moment in history 
when attacks upon them have been revived. There 
exist, it seems to me, at least two enticing experi- 
mental projects which Jews may now grasp, and 
both impinge upon the question of values. 

The Zionist experiment in Palestine is in itself 
a project which is destined to test the Jewish capa- 
city for formulating a way of life based upon 
Jewish self-expression, unhampered by the com- 
pulsion of a dominant group. Here, Jewish cre- 
ativeness may blossom. Under the freer circum- 


through widespread social change. 
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stances of a unified Jewish culture Jewish genius 
may apply itself to the promising tasks of social 
invention. The adaptations which Jews make to 
economic, political, social, and intellectual life in 
Palestine need not take on that peculiar polariza- 
tion of extremes which so frequently characterizes 
Jewish experience in the midst of other cultures. 
All of this promise I recognize, and consequently 
I look with hope toward Palestine. 

But, there are approximately 15,000,000 Jews 
in the modern world. To the extent that Zionism 
succeeds it will contribute something of real value 
to the entire mass, but the encompassing Jewish 
problem cannot be solved so easily. There is still 
a greater and a more creativespossibility open to 
the Jews of the world, namely to collaborate in 
the task of rearing a new structure of values 
Unless Jews 
everywhere learn to make their contribution to 
the world through the medium of improved values, 
Palestine will become nothing more than an 
escape. 

Whatever else seems to be true of the coming 
era of culture, this much seems certain: we shalk 
all need to adapt ourselves to, and to find our 
happiness in a world which is, on its economic 
side at least, highly collectivised. Now, collectiv- 
ism may not be a value in itself, since true values 
tend always to adhere to the individual, but the 
very necessity of collective action implies that we 
are to learn to live on behalf of new ends. Col- 
lectivism implies shared experience. If it becomes 
something more than a mere device for getting 
things done, it leads to organic relationships 
among men. The persistent history of the Jewish 
people furnishes us with numerous illustrations of 
precisely this form of human relatedness. They 
may often speak, even to each other, as though 
they lacked the sense of cohesion and solidarity, 
but underneath is always the deep feeling for 
togetherness. 

Another of the values which seem to me to be 
imminent in future society is that which may be 
called contemplative. During the period of econ- 
omic expansion and capitalistic exploitation, es- 
pecially in America, there arose the feeling that 
action itself represented a form of value. Suc- 
cessful Americans became addicted to activism. 
Given two persons, one in motion and the other 
quiet, the typical American would almost auto- 
matically insist that the one in motion must be 
a better man than the one at rest. This judg- 
ment would be expressed even when it was not 
known where the man in motion was going. We 
now see that mere action without a sense of direc- 
tion is bound to lead astray. Thus, a new value 
will be placed, I believe, upon contemplation and 
calm reflection. And, here again, Jewish life of- 
fers many of the finest illustrations. I have 
known Jewish men living in this country who spent 
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as little time as needed for purposes of livelihood 
and devoted themselves otherwise to scholarship 
and the contemplative life. 

I have no doubt said enough to make my 
main point clear. It consists of three proposi- 
tions, namely: a) the principal implication of our 
impending social change is that we must experi- 
ment with new values, and values are derived 
primarily from feelings; b) the value-cluster which 
distinguishes Jewish from non-Jewish persons 


THREE POEMS 


ACHEL (Rachel Blau- 
stein) was born in Russia 

in 1890. She came to Pales- 
tine in 1909 and joined the 
first woman’s farm, establish- 
ed in Kinneret. Shortly be- 
fore the World War, she left 
Palestine for Toulouse to 
study agricultural methods. 
Before her return to Palestine 
in 1919, she contracted tuber- 
culosis. In the last years of 
her illness—till her death in 
1931 — she composed the 


THE ECHO 


This I remember: the steep wall 

Of mountain—mountain without end; 

From peak to stony peak I call, 

“Hedad!* To youth! May youth live long!” 
And then the echo answers strong, 

“May youth live long” ! 


The years have levelled height and hill, 
But one thing I remember still : 

The high clear echo ringing when 

The mountains called and called again 
I hear as then. 


O well for him who for the day 
Of anguish somehow stored away 
The shining shadow of a ray, 

A touch, an image fleeting by, 
Or but a cry. 
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should not be explained away in rational terms; 
and c) Jewish people possess a background of 
value experience which might justify itself in liv- 
ing experiences if it were brought into play as a 
creative part of value experimentation on behalf 
of social change. Stated in summary fashion, I 
do not expect the Jewish problem to be solved 
through debate but I believe it might be resolved 
in the practical task of building a new society 
founded upon candidly-expressed feelings. 


by Rachel 


poems for which she is fa- 
mous. Although she learned 
Hebrew only after her arrival 
in Palestine, she is ranked 
among the foremost lyric po- 
ets of the Hebrew Renais- 
sance. She is a genuine na- 
tional poet in the sense that 
her poems are sung and re- 
cited throughout Palestine. 
Her poetry, though minor in 
mood and theme, has a fresh, 
singing quality which is charac- 
teristic of the best lyric verse. 


ANNUNCIATION 


Without stretched the ranks of the enemy’s horde 
And Samaria waited the steel of his sword, 
When the tidings of freedom, long sought, 

By lepers were brought. 


The world lies besieged as Samaria of old, 
But I do not want our salvation foretold 
By a leper: that I in my need 

By a leper be freed. ; 


Only the clean my redeemer must be 
And come as the bearer of tidings to me, 
Else better—deliverance in sight— 

To fall in the fight. 


SABBATH 


Radiance of day upon the Jordan’s waves; 
A fisherman, a boat beside the brink: 


This peace I drink. 


So much of light, so much of shining sky; 
No cloud above and in my heart no cloud; 


Quiet I lie. 


Here is my all, beginning and the end; 
Such plenitude of peace in this bright air— 
*A Hebrew word meaning “Hurray” O come and share! 


—TRANSLATED BY 
MARIE SYRKIN 
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Sketches of Huleh types 


AS IN all great coloniza- 

tion projects, the work 
in the newly-acquired Huleh 
concession, will begin with a war against nature. 
In the midst of prosperity—some fundamentally 
social and planned, other malignant profiteering— 
the work at Huleh revives an older pioneer spirit. 
It produces a new scene of Jewish productivity, a 
challenge to physical strain, ability to withstand 
disease, an acceptance of primitive conditions. 
“When we rode into Malaka, one of the largest 
Bedouin settlements in the Huleh Swamps, to 
make our malaria survey,” writes an eye-witness, 
Mr. Y. Ben Gavriel, “‘we found about 100 straw 
huts built on the shore of a lake in a wide circle 
around a small house which serves the Sheik of 
the tribe as an ‘office.’ This settlement of Chatai 
Bedouins (of the Zubeid tribe) is in the form 
of a court in the centre of which black buffaloes 
wander about. Long evenly cut reeds, raw ma- 
terial for tent building and mat weaving, are piled 
up, man-high. About twenty men sit around us, 
some of them decidedly negroid types, watching 
all of our movements with the deepest interest as 
we prepare to make blood-tests, and laughing like 
children at every mistake. 


“Shielded from the sun by a straw roof they 
produce at a primitive weaving frame, in a simple 
but pleasing fashion, these mats which are used 





for building materi- 
al, bed, table, chairs 
and _ embellishment 

for their scanty household. What they do not 
need for themselves they sell. I saw mountains 
of such mats stacked up in front of the Sheik’s 
house to be sold at about three piastres each. 
Since one worker can produce only two mats a 
day, it is obvious that a family of Huleh Bedouins 
even when it consists of many women, as is usually 
the case, must lead a very poor life indeed. 





Story of New Jewish 
Colonization Project 


“But nature provides these Ghavarins with 
everything they need for their simple life: reeds, 
sea birds and a little grain. It is even said that 
they produce a sort of flour from the water-lilies 
which cover the lake-mirror. 

‘We began our malaria inspection and found 
here as we had among 
the other Huleh tribes, 
about 95 per cent of ma- 
laria-infected children. 
But we could secure only 
approximate figures, be- 
cause it is out of the ques- 
tion to learn the numbers 
of the tribe members. 
This is due to the Bed- 
ouin aversion to a census. 
No one knows his age. 
People obviously at least 
20 years old gave their 
age as six or seven years, 
while a forty-year old 
man thought himself 
eighty. Although malaria is rife among the Hu- 
leh Bedouins, it is really to be considered here as 
a children’s disease for the child who survives his 
first malaria attack can grow to be a man who is 
reinfected each year and again made immune, so 
that he can live to be 80.” 

But this swamp, where malaria is a “children’s 
disease,” hides some of the richest soil in Pales- 
tine. Drainage of the swamp thus not only means 
reclaiming the area at present under water for 
agricultural purposes, but also opening a far 
larger area than the extent of the concession to 
new possibilities of agricultural exploitation by 
means of a rational use of the natural water 
resources. 

In June, 1914, on the eve of the world war, 
the Turkish Government granted the concession 
for draining this area to two rich effendis of 
Beirut—Sursula and Bey Hum. During the War 
the former sold his share to the Salam family of 
Beirut. Salam and Bey Hum floated a company 
under the name of ‘‘Syrian-Ottoman Land Devel- 
opment Company” for the purpose of exploiting 
the concession. According to the conditions, the 
concessionaires undertook to drain the area and 
place 10,000 dunams at the disposal of the Fel- 
laheen, who had previously settled on the land. 
In return for drainage, the Turkish Government 
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pledged itself to pay a definite sum. The years 
of the war witnessed no activity in this direction 
on the part of the concessionaires. The two suc- 
ceeding years were not only devoid of activity, 
but also failed to see attempts to renew their 
rights to the concession, according to the condi- 
tions of their contract with the Turkish Govern- 
ment. At the conclusion of the War, this situation 
caused hopes that the concession would become 
void, and that Jewish institutions would acquire 
control of Huleh direct from the Government. 
These hopes, however, were not realized. 


In 1920 the Arab concessionaires approached 
the British Government with a petition to recog- 
nize the validity of the concession. Negotiations 
proceeded for a number of years, and the Colonial 
Ministry eventually agreed to validate the con- 
cession, but laid down certain conditions as to the 
execution of its terms. The terms were not car- 
ried out, and the concession was extended several 
times, the last time until 1937. Throughout these 
years the concessionaires eventually approached 
Jewish institutions with proposals to transfer the 
concession, but the price demanded appeared too 


high. 


In Palestine contact with the concessionaires 
was always maintained by Joshua Chankin, who 
has played a most important role in redeeming 
the land of Eretz Israel during the last forty 
years. Commencing with the purchasing of Re- 
chovot and Hedara, he has redeemed for the 
Jewish National Fund all areas under the control 
of that institution, including the Emek Jezreel 
and Wadi Hawarit, as also most of the land 
belonging to Pica. 


Chankin constantly urged the unconditional ac- 
quisition of the Huleh concession under any cir- 
cumstances and at all cost, for its price would 
rise higher through delay. In 1926 Chankin en- 
tered into a deed of sale with the concessionaires 
on behalf of a Jewish land institution and paid 
a sum of £5,000 as an advance. The sale, how- 
ever was not ratified and the money was lost. 
Huleh receded into the background. 


The difficulties of land purchase which arose 
subsequent to the 1929 disturbances, and the su- 
perficial attempts at development by the conces- 
sionaires, brought the question of Huleh urgently 
to the fore. The urgency was intensified by events 
in Germany in 1932. and the need for a huge 
Zionist colonization scheme. 


The attempts to penetrate into Transjordania 
raised the question: Is it advisable to make politi- 
cal and financial exertions to redeem areas which 
are situated outside the western portion of Pales- 
tine for Jewish colonization, when an area of such 
dimensions and such mighty agricultural possibili- 
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Ber: Huleh is about 16 miles long and 6 miles 
wide, occupying an area of approximately 100 
square miles. The concession comprises 57,000 du- 
nams of which 17,000 dunams are covered by water 
and 22,000 by swamp. The plans include reclaiming 
the swamps and reducing the lake water by half. From 
34,000 to 37,000 dunams will become available for 
Jewish colonization. Each dunam will involve an ex- 
pense of about $70.00 including purchase, drainage, 
and irrigation—which is equal to the cost per dunam 
of any other watered and richly-soiled tract in the 
country. It will thus be possible to settle 2,000 Jew- 
ish families on the land. With the necessary com- 
plement of artisans, agricultural and urban industry 
and service workers, it is estimated that the area will 
absorb 30,000 Jewish settlers. 
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ties as the Huleh was 
lying neglected? This 
question was put with 
great force by Dr. 
Chaim Weizmann, 
who declared that the 
redemption of Huleh 
was the vital matter of 
the moment. In a con- 
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High Commissioner 
and the late Dr. 
Chaim Arlosoroff, 
which took place in April, 1933, the former ex- 
pressed agreement in principle with the scheme 
to hand over Huleh for Jewish development. 
The matter was further discussed by the High 
Commissioner, Sir Phillip Cunliffe-Lister (British 
Colonial Minister) and Dr. Weizmann and 
Arlosoroff. 


With the approval of the political department 
of the Jewish Agency, Joshua Chankin renewed 
negotiations with the concessionaires to acquire 
the area direct from them, subject to the approval 
of the Government. In May, 1933, the conces- 
sionaires signed a deed of sale in favor of Chankin 
with the purchase price of one million dollars— 
more than double the sum with which the con- 
cession could have been bought in 1925. During 
the eighteen months that elapsed until the Gov- 
ernment had fixed the conditions of transfer, 
Chankin made over the deed of sale to the Pales- 
tine Land Development Company, of which he is 
director, together with Dr. Jacob Thon, of which 
Dr. A. Ruppin, member of the Zionist Executive, 
is the chairman. 

In May, 1934, the decisive meeting took place, 
under the chairmanship of the High Commissioner 
and with the participation of all Government De- 
partments interested (Finance, Justice, Health 
and Development), together with representatives 
of the Palestine Executive and the Palestine Land 
Development Company. The 
details still to be settled were 


indicated at the meeting, and a 


henceforth the negotiations were 
energetically pursued between 
representatives of the Company 
and Mr. Andrews, the head of 
the Development Department of 
the Palestine Government. 
Suddenly the negotiations re- 
ceived a setback. The validity- 
term of the provisional deed of 
sale neared expiration, and Gov- 
ernment consent to the transfer 
of the concession to Jews had 
not yet been granted. The Gov- 
ernment delayed the settlement 
of various details and demanded 


versation between the. 
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an extension of the deed of 
sale from the Jews. This, 
however, was impossible 
without a further monetary 
loss, and the consequent de- 
lay might have placed the 
whole transaction in danger 
of failure. The Jewish au- 
thorities actively demanded 
definite Government con- 
sent, and Dr. Thon flew to \ 
London to expedite the set- 

tlement of the question at 

the Colonial Office. At the same time, feverish 
activity was proceeding in Jerusalem, and eventu- 
ally, but one day before the expiration of the 
provisional contract, the Government withdrew its 
demand and ratified the transfer of the concession 
to Jewish control. 


The responsible Government official handed to 
Messrs. Shertok and Chankin the Act governing 
the transfer of the concession on a Saturday dur- 
ing Tabernacles. Two days later the Palestine 
Land Development Company paid the first instal- 
ment of the purchase price and became the official 
owner of the concession. The ceremony of trans- 
ferring the area took place on November 18th, 
1934, at the farm of the brothers Salam. 


The next day the brothers Salam left the farm, 
and Mr. Andrews and Jewish representatives rode 
round the borders of the area. Mr. Andrews 
held two meetings with representatives of the vil- 
lages surrounding Huleh and informed them of 
the transfer of the concession to Jews, who guar- 
anteed their rights. The Muktahrs thanked the 
Government for its interest and promised their 
help to the new concessionaires . 


One of the oldest colonists from Kfar Gileadi 
was appointed temporary supervisor of the works 
in Huleh. A guard was constituted . Fishing 
rights being in the concession, the first group of 
Jewish fishermen began work in 
the Merom Sea. 

The next few months will see 
the commencement of a number 
of preparatory works in Huleh. 
The first houses are being built, 
trees to mark the boundaries will 
be planted, fences will be erect- 
ed, dry ground ploughed, and 
a survey, essential to the project 
of drainage, will be made. 
Drainage itself will commence 
early in spring. There are. sev- 
eral plans and projects to carry 
out the drainage of Huleh, and 
a Jewish engineer, who has had 
considerable experience is occu- 
pied with the task. 
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Profiteers Discover Palestine 


A! THE Washington Conference for Palestine 

a distinguished American Zionist stated that 
whoever spreads tales about speculation in 
Palestine is’ the enemy of Zionism. Fo 
years this particular Zionist leader has been 
championing the role of private capital in 
the reconstruction of Palestine. Obviously he 
does not wish the principle of “laissez-faire,” of 
which he has been so earnest an advocate, pre- 
sented in an unfavorable light. He therefore 
created the impression that the socialist wing of 
Zionism (in principle an opponent of private ini- 
tiative) is deliberately engaged in spreading false 
or exaggerated rumors in regard to the destructive 
function of private capital in Palestine. He ap- 
peared to be unaware of the fact, paradoxical 
though it is, that Labor Zionism is greatly con- 
cerned in couraging a large stream of private cap- 
ital. We live in a capitalist world. We realize that 
we cannot secure sufficient national capital to build 
a great cooperative national center; we therefore 
welcome the immigration of Jewish capital cal- 
culated to create employment for Jewish workers. 
The Histadrut is waging its present passion- 
ate fight against speculation—a fight which has 
drawn large groups of middle-class people—not 
because it views all private enterprise as predatory. 
The organized workers keep accounts and can 
interpret figures. They know that in 1921 there 
were only 1800 industrial enterprises in the coun- 
try, whereas in 1933 there were 3,387. In 1921, 
these enterprises employed only 4,600, whereas 
in 1933, 20,000 Jews were employed in them (the 
figures for 1934 are still larger). Such growth 
is a sign that not every capitalist uses his capital 
for questionable transactions. The leaders of the 
Histadrut do not forget that the area of citrus 
plantations has increased sixteen-fold since 1925. 
They realize that this is further evidence of the 
fact that a large part of private capital has been 


“ 


invested more or less productively, and creates 


possibilities for further immigration. 


Nevertheless it has become increasingly clear 
that a large part of the capital lately pouring 
into Palestine is being put to disgraceful use. We 
are facing a situation which bodes ill for the Jew- 
ish population, for the country as a whole, and 
for the future of Zionism. Any remaining doubt 
should have been resolved by the words of the 
director of the Anglo-Palestine Bank. At the last 
meeting of the Tel Aviv Chamber of Commerce, 
the far-from-Socialist Mr. Hoofien warned of the 
serious consequences to which the present criminal 
land speculation would inevitably lead. ‘Every 
madness must have its limits’, declared Mr. 


® by Hayim Greenberg 
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“I see them daily in the Cafe Shor in Tel Aviv” 


Hoofien. He foresaw an unavoidable economic 
crisis unless the wild, destructive whirl of specula- 
tion could be arrested. 

Vultures have flocked to the small pioneering 
country from every corner of the earth. Every 
type is represented: former war-profiteers; canny 
business-men who wish to recoup in Palestine what 
they lost through the nationalization of capital in 
Soviet Russia; professional swindlers (of the type 
that in New York sell City Hall to greenhorns), 
who know that every ship brings Jewish immi- 
grants eager for their own bit of land, and so 
“sell” land in localities known to no geographer; 
“radical intellectuals” who have recovered from 
their youthful idealism; Levantines, Europeans, 
Americans and even South Africans have descend- 
ed upon the young colonial settlement ready to 
rend it. A Palestinian correspondent writes me: 
“T see them daily in the Café Shor in Tel Aviv 
and I blush. They could find no more suitable 
headquarters than a café situated on the corner 
of Herzl Street and Lilienblum Street, hallowed 
names to all of us. There, over a cup of coffee, 
they plan how to buy a tract of land for which 
the National Fund is negotiating, how further to 
raise the prices of city lots, and how to keep pros- 
pective purchasers from dealing directly with 
Arabs who wish to sell a part of their land. 
Where will it all lead to?” 

Speculation has already led to New York Fifth 
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Avenue prices in remote, barren sections of the 
country so that a man of modest means can no 
longer dream of owning his own plot. It has led 
to rents which consume the larger part of a work- 
ingman’s income. Every Arab Sheik now dreams 
in astronomical figures, and then demands fabu- 
lous sums for his neglected land. The general 
result has been the development of pathological 
greed and wide-spread demoralization. 

The Davar (official newspaper of the Histad- 
rut) and the liberal Haarez have begun to pub- 
lish the names of the most dangerous gangs of 
speculators, as well as the details of their scan- 
dalous transactions (scandalous sometimes from 
the purely legal view-point.) The Histadrut is 
doing all in its power to mobilize public opinion 
against the danger facing Jewish colonization in 
Palestine. (Characteristically enough, only the 
Revisionist Hayarden pleads for mercy because 
a speculator is also a Jew, must also make a living, 
and should not be so “brutally” attacked.) How- 
ever, it is apparent that we are dealing with indi- 
viduals too depraved to be affected by public opin- 
ion alone. Recently an American Jewess sued 
the Jewish municipality of Tel Aviv because of 
its ordinance limiting the rentals charged in 
apartment houses. She invoked an obscure agree- 
ment between the United States and England, 
according to which the interests of American citi- 
zens must be properly protected. Her Jewish 
lawyer pleaded that such municipal regulations 
were legal for Palestine citizens but should not af- 
fect his American client. Her right to charge 
as much as she pleased for her apartments should 
not be curbed. When “higher rents” are involved 
impractical considerations like a “Jewish home- 
land” must yield. 

The sounder elements of the population are 
beginning to realize that more effective means 
than moral pressure must be invoked to curb 
speculation. One such means—perhaps the most 
important—lies in the strengthening of the Na- 
tional Fund. If in the past five years the National 
Fund had enjoyed larger capital at its disposal, 
large tracts of land in town and village would 
have become national property and escaped the 
speculator. The destructive impulse of rapacious 
private capital can only be checked by balancing 
it with a large amount of national capital. 

Of course there are some Jews who do not wish 
to settle on national land as lease-holders. They 
prefer to be owners of their land. To satisfy this 
“unliquidated” desire for private ownership and 
yet to keep land out of the hands of speculators 
is an immediate necessity. The Palestine Land 
Development Company, a corporation controlled 
by the Zionist Organization, has done much in 
this direction. That this corporation, formally a 
private organization, can be very helpful in fur- 
thering the interests of Jewish colonization can 
be seen from the part it has played in the build- 








2k 


ing of the new Jewish sections of Jerusalem (Rex 
havia and Talpiot)—and particularly from its 
successful negotiation of the Huleh concession. 
On February 7, a session of the Board of Direc- 
tors of the Palestine Development Land Com- 
pany was held in Jerusalem which advocated in- 
creasing the company’s capital to $1,250,000, so, 
as to enlarge the corporation’s activities of buy- 
ing, reclaiming and parcelling land for private 
purchases. But even such a sum is not enough for 
the present tempo of Jewish immigration. The 
Palestine Development Company should receive. 
enough means to become the chief instrument for 
the private purchase of land in town and village, 
so combatting already existing and potential 
speculation. . 

The urgent necessity of increasing the area of 
national land and of normalizing the prices of 
private land becomes still more apparent when 
one considers the situation to which Arthur Rup- 
pin has just drawn our attention: namely, that 
at the present time, only 15% of the Jewish pop- 
ulation of Palestine is connected with agriculture. 
A few years ago this percentage was much higher. 
and gave indication of being on the upgrade. 
Within the last few years there has appeared a 
growing disproportion between the urban and 
country population. A considerable number of 
workers have left the colonies for the city where, 
in certain industries, they receive five times as 
much pay as in the colonies. Comments have al- 
ready been made that Jews are incorrigibly urban 
and bound to leave agriculture for commerce and 
industry at the first opportunity. Our young 
halutzim are being reproached (not always with- 
out reason) for failing the ultimate test. It is. 
true that large numbers of halutzim have left 
for Tel Aviv, Haifa or Jerusalem after short 
stays in the colonies. That is a melancholy fact 
which cannot be glossed over; however, it should 
not be exaggerated. Most important of all the 
underlying causes should be understood. 

In the first place we should not ignore the fact 
that a considerable number of the halutzim who 
received training (hakshara) under the guid- 
ance of the Histadrut are remaining steadfastly 
on the front of Jewish labor in the colonies. 
Either they remain as workers, or as “violators 
of the peace” because of their energetic picketing 
of those colonies which do not employ Jewish 
labor. Organized labor is still able to mobilize 
battalions for Jewish agricultural conquest. The 
former pioneering idealism will be felt anew in 
the coming work on the Huleh concession. Hun- 
dreds of students in the higher institutions of 
learning have decided to spend six weeks in sea- 
sonal agricultural work in the colonies. This is 
no idle demonstration. It is evidence of the force 
of new conceptions and of a new communal spirit 
which the labor movement develops in its mem- 
bers and sympathizers. But not all those who call 
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themselves “‘halutzim’” have undergone the fund- 
amental process of “spiritual revolution.” The 
Histadrut is at present discussing the question 
of how to raise the agricultural and psychological 
standard of hakshara and how to develop a bet- 
ter method of selecting young immigrants for 
Palestine. 

However, it would be unjust not to recognize 
one, of itself not reprehensible, cause of the flight 
from the colonies. In Palestine these ‘‘deserters” 
are sometimes called “speculators”. They “specu- 
late” in their labor. But one should not forget 
that in hundreds of instances, the trouble is not 
a lack of idealism but a pressing sense of duty. 
Formerly the halutz had few obligations to his 
family in Europe. “In the post-war years the ha- 
lutzim were often recruited from middle-class 
families requiring no financial assistance from 
their sons in Palestine. The increasing pauperiza- 
tion of the European petty bourgeois has put new 
burdens on the halutz. The worker in the colo- 
nies receives weekly Jeremiads from his relatives. 
Frequently, he goes to the city not to “profiteer” 
but to be able to send some money to his unfor- 
tunate kin. In 1934, Jewish Palestine sent 
$1,500,000 to relatives in Europe. There is no 
doubt that a Jarge part of this amount consists 
of workers’ savings sent by the “deserters” and 
“speculators”. It is difficult to reprove people 
who seek higher wages in order to fulfill elemen- 
tary human obligations. 

Nevertheless, the “desertion” of the colonies 
would not have reached such proportions if not 
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THE LONG ARM 
OF SPECULATION 


for the epidemic of land speculation. The wage- 
earner in the colonies always strove for a small 
agricultural household of his own. The larger 
Jewish colonies are surrounded by a belt of work- 
ers’ co-operatives whose members are partially 
employed as wage-earners in the richer colonies, 
and partially engaged in their own agricultural 
collective. Workers of this type have remained 
in the colonies one hundred percent. City work 
at higher wages did not tempt them; their bond 
with the soil has become too intimate and too 
organic. For the most part only workers whose 
ties with the colonies are loose and insecure go 
to the city. Because of speculation, settling on a 
small piece of ground near the colonies has be- 
come prohibitive for workers. The National Fund 
has comparatively little land for these landless 
farm hands. A few years ago some of the work- 
ers were able to emulate Baron Munchausen’s 
trick of lifting themselves by their own boot- 
straps; now with land prices soaring sky-high they 
can no longer dream of purchasing their own land. 
Speculation has become the chief obstacle in the 
way of the colonization of workers. Who knows? 
Perhaps the percentage of Jews engaged in agri- 
culture will continue to shrink unless there will be 


a great mobilization of national capital in the near 
future. 

This is the question before the Histadrut today. 
It is a problem whose solution should enlist every 
Jew concerned in the development of a sound 
Jewish population in Palestine. 
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GOVERNMENT BY CRIMINAL INSANITY 


A FEW weeks ago I wrote a somewhat hasty “brief” — 
a couple of hundred words hidden in the advertising 
section of a national monthly—on Konrad Heiden’s “His- 
tory of National Socialism’. I was so anxious to have the 
American people read this detailed and scholarly perform- 
ance that, I now fear, I somewhat overpraised it. Since 
then I have read this work with a great deal of care. I 
still think it is the most informative study which has yet 
appeared on Hitlerism. But I should not have called it 
“definitive”. It has the virtue of being extremely thorough, 
of beginning with the very beginning, it devotes much space 
to shrewd biographical estimates of the Nazi leaders, and 
above all it is tragic in the noble sense that on every page 
the author conveys the pity and the horror of this gigantic 
catastrophe to history itself. 

But it is not definitive, for it is not profound. Heiden 
describes the phenomenology of Hitlerism. He does not 
sound its depths. And the reason why Heiden fails to 
touch greatness in his study—and the study is great enough 
for us to regret it—is because he slurs over the class forces 
which alone can explain the nature of fascism. Heiden is 
a left liberal journalist, with all the virtues and faults of 
scrupulous objectivity. He was extremely lucky in that 
he was present at the very birth of National Socialism. 
At the time he was a young law student at the University 
of Munich. He went to all the meetings of the nascent 
movement, he listened to all the speeches of the leaders, 
he studied all the leaflets, pamphlets, documents. Above 
all, he watched all the relevant personalities, as they rose 
and fell in the maelstrom of a bizarre and distracted order. 
The only constant in this social-psychiatric growth was 
Hitler, whom the author pictures, of course with justice, 
as a man of great ability in some respects and with an 
unerring sense for power. In the tradition of the best 
German scholarship Heiden collected and collated every 
scrap of information and material. This American edition 
is really three works within a single cover. In 1932 ap- 
peared his “Geschichte des Nationalsozialismus—Die Kar- 
rieré einer Idee’; in 1934 appeared his second work, 
"Geburt des Dritten Reiches Geschichte des Nationalsozial- 
ismus bis Herbst, 1933” ; and to these two volumes is added 
the most recent history of the Reich. In short, the perform- 
ance is obviously exhaustive. And yet it leaves one dis- 
satisfied. For Heiden fails to integrate his vast panorama, 
because he does not present Hitlerism as essentially a class 
struggle but as a sort of vast romantic tragedy. He pictures 
post-war Germany as infinitely defeated, infinitely tired, 
infinitely exhausted spiritually, socially, economically, hurt 
in its national pride and bereft of hope. The youth was 
hopeless, the middle classes were sore and hurt and be- 
wildered, the working masses were miserable and betrayed 
by their socialist leaders, the whole Weimar Republic was 
a sorry joke of defeated libertarianism. Above all, the 
returned soldiery was maladjusted and unadjustable, angry, 
economically down and out. Inflation was the symbol of 
this whole social lunacy. Hitler, in this view, alone offered 
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some sort of national integration, even though it was only 
the integration of all the social maladjustments. In short, 
Hitlerism is a sort of romantic movement gone insane. 
It is the spirit of German idealism, the spirit of Kant and 
Fichte and Hegel, committed to a lurfatic asylum. 

This is rather a free version of Heiden’s interpretation 
of the rise and growth of National Socialism. And psycho-~ 
logically it is true. But that is not enough. Economically 
it is rather false. Economically fascism—and one must 
repeat this platitude endlessly—is the dictatorship of the 
degradation of monopoly capitalism in its last stage, even 
though that stage last a quarter of a century. Fascism, 
from Mussolini’s celebrated “March on Rome” in a Pullman 
sleeper, never was anything but a blackmail movement, 
bought and paid for by big industrialists and financiers, 
because it had a mass base in the middle classes, gone 
berserk from economic insecurity and sickness. When my 
good friend Dorothy Thompson writes that Heiden’s study 
finally “dispels quite drastically the conception of the Hitler 
movement as a plot of the great industrialists and Junkers”, 
then I must simply disagree. Hitlerism did not begin as a 
plot. But it came into power as a _ The industrialists 
and Junkers, through von Papen and Oscar von Hindenburg 
as go-betweens, put National Socialism into power, at the 
very moment it was disintegrating, because they needed 
its mass support to save themselves. And at every moment 
Hitler betrayed this mass support, as his relations with 
Gregor Strasser, with Feder, with Roehm, as every “purge” 
and assassination, as everything in his career amply shows, 
and is amply and finally proven by Konrad Heiden. If 
Heiden had interpreted his proofs in terms of class forces, 
then his study would have risen from an excellent reference 
work to classic stature. 


But even so, nobody who would understand Hitlerism 
can afford to miss this volume, mainly, to repeat, because 
it covers with great fidelity the day-by-day development, 
from slogan to performance, of Nazism. Those who feed 
only on such works as “The Brown Terror’’ or Ernst 
Henri’s “Hitler Over Europe”, both of them excellent works 
in their way, are apt to get a far too melodramatic notion - 
of German fascism, which is both poor history and a 
dangerous delusion. And they are apt to get a “hate” on 
the German people, thousands of whom are now engaged 
in a truly heroic struggle in momentary danger of the 
sadist’s rack. 


Those Jews who fight Hitlerism merely as Jews are 
fighting chauvinism with counter-chauvinism. No matter 
how loathsome the Nazi “racial” —— may be, it 
does happen to be the simple fact that for every Jew killed 
and tortured, literally thousands of workers, of social dissi- 
dents from the pinkest pacifist to the leftest communist, 
are murdered, hounded, crucified. Of all the people in 
the world, the Jews must be the first to deny and not to 
affirm the dangerous and fantastic doctrine that “blood” 
determines the brotherhood of men. Hitlerism is not pri- 
marily anti-semitic. It is primarily anti-social. And the 


struggle against fascism must be fought along the whole 
social front. 
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HE SHOULD KNOW BETTER 


WE JEWS, by George I. Sokolsky, Doubleday Doran Co. 
Garden City. New York, $2.50. 


oe was born in the East Side ghetto and wan- 
dered far from home, enlightening the Russians, ad- 
vising the Governors of China, marrying one of their high 
born daughters. He returns at last to America and finds 
the hydra-headed monster of anti-semitism. So St. George 
puts on the shiny armor of righteousness and goes forth to 
slay the dragon—with a book. Heine, Nordau, and Herzl 
also took their turns on the dancing floors of strange 
philosophies and came back to Israel and found beauty and 
dignity where before they had seen only ugliness and ser- 
vility. But these men were philosophers and poets, while 
Sokolsky is a journalist and a parlor enchanter. He has 
neither the morbidity nor the profundity of our other 
prodigals and when he tells us that we must learn to wear 
our praying shawls with dignity, I hope he will forgive 
me for answering, “folg mich a gang”. A man like Mor- 
decai Kaplan who has served the Jewish people all his 
life and has brooded for twenty-five years over a painstaking 
formulation of their problems understands how difficult it 
is for the modern person to find warmth in the talith. 
He also understands why persons to whom Jewishness has 
meant nothing, should want to assimilate and so he does 
not call them as St. George does, “‘passers” and “repudia- 
tors”. If Sokolsky will again pardon me for presuming, 
I am sure that somewhere in Chinese lore he will find a 
saying of the fathers to this effect—‘Let him who wears 
tight shoes not step on other people’s corns.” 


But you must give George “Ezra” his due. His reme- 
dies, like those of the ancient scribes, are harsh but his 
manner is mild. He gives advice charmingly. He conveys 
the atmosphere of a rocking chair philosopher before a 
fire side, smoking a pipe among a room full of admirers— 
knowing all the while that the bowl of meerschaum is 
a microphone subtly wired for a coast-to-coast hook up. 
Consider these gems from the philosopher's bowl: ‘‘There- 
fore we must face the fact that anti-semitism will exist as 
long as there is a single petty justification for it, even in 
the conduct of an unimportant and unrepresentative Jew. 
We Jews must not permit ourselves to be targets.” (p. 
XXIil) 


“The inevitable corollary ,for instance, of the Jewish 
assumption of the role of God’s Chosen People is anti- 
semitism, just as Hitler’s Aryanism produces a world-wide 
boycott.” (p. 36) 


“It is true that after Gustavus Adolphus marched into 
Poland there must have been an increase in red-headed and 
blond-headed Jews, for soldiers are like that.” (p. 55) 


“Mr. Brandeis is tall and angular and typically American ; 
Mr. Cardoza has all the characteristics of old New York, 
Mr. Morgenthau comes closest to what might be called 
an American-Jewish type.” (p. 57) 


Sokolsky’s conversational manner is at its worst, how- 
ever, in this confused piece: “For instance, the Jewish 
department-store owner's wife asks herself—Why should 
a girl whose father was a shopkeeper like Woolworth, mak- 
ing his money the same way that her father made his, with 
no attainments, no achievements in culture or public service 
superior to her father’s be admitted to a pleasant club on 
a clean beach while she is kept out? In fact, she says to 
herself that she is a graduate of Vassar, has written poetry, 
plays the piano, and is “ten at tennis, while the other girl 
can only flirt and play bridge. Or it might be vice versa. 
It is this invidious comparison that makes for bitterness 
and leads to passing masquerade.” (p. 91) 
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Unlike another modern Ezra, Ludwig Lewisohn, St. 
George does have a sense of humor. At least he knows 
a funny story when he sees one. To illustrate the various 
assimilatory devices practiced by Jews, Sokolsky uses the 
late Emil Hirsch’s bon mot concerning the lady who had 
a plastic operation, “A thing of beauty, a goy forever”. 
(p. 82). He shows his helpful eclecticism again in re- 
telling the story about Mrs. Selby who was introduced to 
Mrs. Levy at the bridge table: 


Mrs. Levy: ‘Are you related to the Selbys of Sydney?” 


Mrs. Selby: “No, the Sydney Selbys are Silverbergs, while 
we were Schneiders.” 


Because it makes good conversation, Sokolsky gives a 
disproportionate space to stories about changing names, 
country club climbers, and other social slights. His best 
chapter is the one on economic discrimination and he is 
especially interesting when he uses the material gathered 
by the American Jewish Congress and the Emanuel Fede- 
rated Employment Service. But when it comes to the 
interpretation of the data on economic discrimination 
against Jews, Sokolsky shows his major weakness. He says: 
“If in the upper economic stratum Jews are employed, the 
habit of mind which limits employment in the lower stra- 
tum will disappear. But the Jews have to realize that the 
fundamental reason for economic discrimination is social 
discrimination and that that problem will not be solved 
readily in the United States.” (p. 235) To put it mildly 
this is placing the cart before the horse. As a writer on 
labor problems, Sokolsky should know better. It is perfectly 
ridiculous to think that when Mrs. National City invites 
Mrs. Kuhn Loeb to dinner, it will be easier for Rebeccah 
Cohn to get a job with the telephone company. Karl 
Marx, Thornstein Veblen, H. A. Miller and a thousand 
other authorities in economics, sociology and psychology 
are agreed that the privileged status of the dominant “‘in- 
group” which gives it the right to set social standards is 
possible only so long as it maintains its economic strangle- 
hold on the masses. The social paraphernalia derive from, 
and only incidentally buttress the economic position. Fifty 
years of Negro education in the South, has been based on 
the mistaken notion that when the Negro became socially 
acceptable he would be free of economic servitude. The 
veriest tyro in the race problem understands that it is quite 
the other way round. First free the Negro from the eco- 
nomic peonage and the social, legal and political disabilities 
will be more easily removed—some would say: automati- 
cally removed. 


This is not a mere sophistry of Tomer Fackert. It is the 
very crux of the matter. If we follow Mr. Sokolsky we 
will waste our energies in scotching the Christ-Killer myth, 
in straightening our hair, muting our accents, and praying 
that Mrs. Madeline Force Astor Dick Fiermonte will send 
an engraved gilt-edged invitation to Mrs. Warburg. And 
we will find, as Sokolsky himself admits, that es wird gar 
nichts helfen. We will not attain the perfection of manner 
necessary to crash the gates of the 400. Not because we 
cannot but because they will not have us regardless. And 
they will not because the very essence of a social order, 
jetry-built on the stilts of profit economy, demands that 
the many be excluded. Put that in your pipe, St. George 
Sokolsky and come out of your rocking chair and get ac- 
quainted not with the Jews who try to climb gilded social 
ladders but with those who climb the lofts to work, some- 
times on silk praying shawls, for $7 a week—when they 
can get it. 

JACOB J. WEINSTEIN 
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GERSHUNI — REVOLUTIONIST 


GRIGORY GERSHUNI, His Life and Activities, edited 
by Victor Chernov. Gershuni Branch, Workmen’s Circle. 
New York. (In Yiddish.) 


7 volume, published on the twenty-fifth anniversary 
of the death of Grigory Gershuni, is a fitting tribute 
to his memory. Gershuni was a revolutionist who became 


‘a legendary figure even before his death. His miraculous 


escape from Siberia in 1906 constituted a dramatic episode 
in the history of the Russian revolutionary movement. This 
book contains a wealth of material on his life and activities. 


Gershuni was born in 1870 of middle-class Jewish par- 
ents. At thirty he associated himself with the Socialist- 
Revolutionary Party He was one of its founders, one of 
the drafters of its program, and the head of its Terrorist 
(Fighting) Organization, As the moving spirit of this 
organization he literally kept the Czar and his henchmen 
in perpetual fear. When he was finally caught in 1903, 
the joy of the reactionaries was boundless. It was as if 
some mad hallucinations had ceased to torment them. So 
deep-rooted was their dread of Gershuni that when he 
died in Paris in 1908, the blackest Russian newspaper re- 
fused to believe the glad tidings on the assumption that 
it was a ruse meant to clear the ground for his surreptitious 
return to Russia. 


Gershuni was a romantic idealist and a man of indomi- 
table will. He did not live to display his full spiritual stature 
in the days of the Russian Revolution, but the courage of 
the man was revealed during his incareeration, his trial, and 
his suffering in Siberia. It is little wonder that one of the 
judges who condemned him to death, felt constrained to 
exclaim, ‘Here is a man!”. When he was imprisoned, one 
of his first acts was to kiss the chains that fettered him. 
And let no vulgarian presume to mock Gershuni’s ritual as 
a form of masochism. To him, at least, it represented the 
baptism of the true revolutionary. Due to exigencies of the 
political situation, the authorities were reluctant to take 
Gershuni’s life. What was asked of him was no recanta- 
tion, no betrayal of comrades, but merely tactful silence and 
respectful calm. Gershuni shattered these expectations. 
When the unbelievable happened, and Von Plehve—Min- 
ister of the Interior—himself visited Gershuni in his cell, 
asking—‘Have you nothing to say to me?”’—Gershuni look- 
ed at him with such scorn and contempt that Von Plehve 
fled from the cell. To the others, Gershuni added: ‘There 
is something more. I am a Jew. You and the rest, who 
are untutored enough to believe it, insist that Jews seek 
to avoid danger, that out of cowardice they run away from 
the gallows. Good! Now you shall witness an example 
of Jewish cowardice. Tell your Plehve: We have nothing 
to bargain over. Let him do what he will. I have done 
my task.” 


The most important paper in the book comes from the 
pen of Chernov, who has also edited the volume. Chernov 
was the theoretician of the Socialist-Revolutionary Party. In 
1918 he was the President of the Constitutional Assembly. 
For years he has been the friend of the Labor Movement 
in Palestine. He paints a vivid portrait of Gershuni the 
man, the idealist, the spirit of the. Russian revolutionary 
movement. In a number of papers the principles of the 
party, the aim and object of the Fighting Organization, are 
explained and clarified. There are several biographical 
sketches. Dr. Chaim Zhitlovsky, the Yiddish philosophical 
writer, who was a founder and theoretician of the Socialist- 
Revolutionary Party, writes about Gershuni the Jew and 
the revolutionary. Gershuni’s stirring visit to America, 
after his escape from Siberia, is vividly described by Abra- 
ham Cahan and Alter Epstein. The final section of the 
book is devoted to Gershuni’s writings. It includes the 
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speech he delivered at his trial, one of the most profoundly 
moving of revolutionary documents. Then follow the ten- 
der and loving letters Gershuni wrote to his comrades and 
to Maria Spiridonova from the Schliisselburg fortress. The 
book closes with the speech Gershuni delivered at the Party 
Conference in Finland in 1907 counselling cessation of 
terrorist activity, and urging participation in the Second 
Duma. The speech shows that Gershuni was no mere 
revolutionary utopian, no indiscriminate terrorist, but a 
keen strategist, a valiant revolutionary fighter, cognizant 
of political realities. 


It was, however, as a leader of the Socialist-Revolutionary 
Party, that Gershuni achieved greatness. This Party re- 
fused to accept the Marxian theory of dialectical materialism 
and economic determinism as an integral part of Socialist 
doctrine; its theoreticians affirmed the interrelationship of 
socio-economic processes and ethico-spiritual values in hu- 
man history. The Party addressed itself primarily to the 
peasantry which constituted the overwhelming majority 
of the Russian population, and demanded the socialization 
of the land in behalf of the peasant. It denied the Social- 
Democratic assertion that the peasant is petty-bourgeois 
because he owes the simple tools with which he tills and 
cultivates his strip of land. Finally, the Party employed 
terrorism as an instrument in the struggle for the attain- 
ment of political liberty in Russia, as an effective means 
of arousing the masses, of confusing and disorganizing the 
repressive forces of Russia. Gershuni longed for the time 
when the word of truth and justice could be substituted for 
the bomb and the sword. There was, however, no legal 
means of disseminating Socialist thought and propaganda 
in Russia, of protesting against cruelty and oppression. 
And so it was, as a tragic necessity, that the Socialist-Revo- 
lutionaries resorted to the use of terror. 


This book relates the fascinating story of the Socialist- 
Revolutionary Party and its leader, Grigory Gershuni. It is 
a monument to a man and a party. The Socialist-Revolu- 
tionary Party disintegrated after the November revolution. 
Its decay became evident when a member of its left-wing, 
Dora Kaplan, fired the shot which ultimately killed the 
immortal forger of the Revolution, Lenin. 

ISRAEL KNOX 


POEM FOR A NATION 


IN MEMORIAM: 1933, by Charles Reznikoff. New York, 
Objectivist Press, 1934. $1.00. 


ys fact that this poem was published by the Objectivist 
Press should not delude the reader into believing that 
he is in the presence of one upon whom the mantle of the 
imagists has fallen. Here is neither the sense of immediacy, 
the precision of phrase, the subtlety of cadence that mark 
the best work of the older group, nor—and this is fortunate 
—the swollen philosophizing, the frenetic preoccupation 
with grammar, symptomatic of the malady affecting certain 
members of the new school. Here is a piece that might 
have been produced any time during the past twenty years, 
—a period indicated by certain tricks of rhythm learned 
from Pound, one or two metaphors suggestive of Eliot. 
Some of it is scarcely distinguishable from nineteenth cen- 
tury verse. In fine, there is a smell of camphor hanging 
about the thing, especially the more dignified passages, as 
though grandfather's dress suit were taken out to be aired. 
The author drapes too much of his verse in the heavy folds 
of Old Testament diction, and one has not read far before 
the primitive imagery, the oriental parallelisms and repeti- 
tions, become tedious and unreal. When, dealing with 
later periods in Jewish history, he tries for modern phras- 
ing, he clutters his verse with mixed metaphors, of which 
the following example is perhaps the worst: 
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Yet like the worm is horseradish 

for whom there is no sweeter root, 

should I, setting my wits against this icy circumstance, 
make, like the Eskimo, my home of it? 

The chief faults of the poem are a feeble sense of meta- 
phor and a lack of clarity in the conception. Perhaps the 
two flaws have the same root. The theme is the response 
of the Jew to his lot, during seven ages of persecution, 
from the fall of Samaria, through the Babylonian captivity, 
the Roman triumph, the Christian, the Spanish Inquisition, 
the pogroms in eighteenth century Poland and in twentieth 
century Russia. The first section concludes with the prom- 
ise of “The Prophet’: 

fear not, you who believe in the Lord: 

whether a remnant is hidden in the caves of Judah 

or are slaves in the cities of those who speak a language 

unknown to you, 

so long as Jacob remembers his God, 

and binds the ordinances of the Lord upon his hand and brow, 

hammers them upon the doorpost, 

and — - them when he rises to work and when he lies down 

‘O res 
Jerusalem is not taken, nor has Judah perished, 
neither has the God of Judah become tlhe the idol of a captured 
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that od blackened with smoke and blood, fallen from his 
throne. 

In Babylon, two centuries later, an elder of Zion declares: 

we Jews are as the dew, 

on every blade of grass, 

trodden under foot today 

and here tomorrow morning. 
Toward the close of the first century A.D. a Palestinian 
rabbi preaches the salvation that is to come of Jewish learn- 
ing. And again, answering Torquemada in the days of 
Columbus, the Jewish philosopher Abrabanel proclaims the 
triumph of the spirit over the body. But turn to the scene 
laid in Russia in 1905 and find the young Jew whose mon- 
ologue concludes the poem asking uneasily whether he shall 
indeed remain a Jew, flattening himself “against the ground 
at the sound of a boot”, or assimilate himself to the Rus- 
sians, or “better still”, cry 

there is no Russia; 
there are no peoples, only man! 
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It is not at all clear whether Mr. Reznikoff is a Zionist or a 
humanist, but it is certain that he is something of a Plat- 
onist and more of a patriot. “Stay or go,” says the young 
Jew, who would appear to be the mouthpiece of the poet: 


Stay or go; 

be still the shining piston 

moving heavy wheels; 

the propeller 

before whom ocean and the heavens divide. 


This is a dubious answer to the question: what now, little 
Jew? If there are no peoples, only man, how is it that the 
Jew, rather than the Russian, the American, or the China- 
man, is to be the piston and the propeller of civilization? 
If the Jew is to remain himself, that self must be supported 
by faith in the Jewish tradition, but how is he to maintain 
it in alien soil? And what is its unique value? Mr. Rez- 
nikoff fails to suggest an answer to these questions. 

Whatever his final word may be, this poem is not its 
vehicle. A poet who is filled with conviction, however 
unreasonable, however alien, conveys it by the force of 
his imagery, by the beat of his song. T. S. Eliot, wan- 
dering in the sad maze of a disillusioned Anglicanism, 
nevertheless succeeds in communicating his need for the 
healing waters of belief. William Butler Yeats, all but 
abandoning his dream of an Ireland united by her cultural 
tradition, makes of his despair a music that shakes the heart. 
These men are not merely Mr. Reznikoff’s seniors, but poets 
of extraordinary power. Yet contrast the work of such young 
men as Hart Crane, Horace Gregory, Stephen Spender, with 
Mr. Reznikoff’s, and one finds a like gap. This poet has not 
found his symbol. Possibly he is too good a Jew—his God 
is not to be caught in one image or in many. But good 
poetry needs images to give vitality to its abstractions, as it 
needs conviction to give those images greatness. Mr. Rezni- 
koff has written some tender and moving lyrics. But a 
memorial poem for a nation must mix tenderness with 
energy. Otherwise one feels, as Verlaine said of Tennyson, 
that when the poet should have been broken-hearted, he 
had too many reminiscences. BABETTE DEUTSCH 


TWO COMMUNICATIONS 


REPLY TO MR. ROSENFELD 


(The Jewish Frontier offered its columns to Mr. Lazare 
Saminsky for a reply to Mr. Paul Rosenfeld’s article "‘Fare- 
well to Folklorism” which appeared in the February 
number.) 


R. PAUL ROSENFELD has bestowed on me the 
honor of eight columns in the “Jewish Frontier” 
(February, 1935) packed with vehement debunking of my 
ideas, my composition, my life-work, of all in fact, save 
my pedigree. All of which is supposed to be related to my 
new book “Music of the Ghetto and the Bible” (Bloch 
Publishing Company). 

A Russian proverb says: “Denial does not take so many 
words.” There is something odd and comical, with every 
mark of a personal fight, in the tremendous heat and thick 
verbal tangle of Mr. Rosenfeld’s overgrown epistle. 

It is a tangle-foot. No sooner have you extricated your- 
self from the long story concerning my bad musical hearing 
based on a lost word from Goethe, than you sink into 
another petty lapse or two hunted out of my logic with a 
bad-tempered microscope. You labor and succeed in getting 
through this, only to fall into a more cheerless swamp, into 
an amateur’s discussion of the political ideology behind 
the “Mastersingers” and “Boris Godunov”. 


Save for a few angry allusions of his to various Jewish 
composers and quotations from my book, which, mind you, 
is devoted to ‘Music of the Ghetto and the Bible”, there 
is nothing of either the Ghetto or the Bible in Mr. Rosen- 
feld’s lament. 

Mr. Rosenfeld is always on the byways, never on the 
main road. It is wise on his part to stay on the periphery 
of Jewish music and not to venture into the thicket. I have 
spent some twenty-five years in studying Jewish music, 
and my new book is an earnest summary of my observations. 
Not finding in Mr. Rosenfeld’s criticism any concrete trace 
of a knowledge of Jewish music, of its ramifications, its 
history and tonal material, I cannot help but wonder 
whether Mr. Rosenfeld’s bombardment was not spurred 
by my mocking of his extraordinary inflations and super- 
hyperboles, in my former book, “Music of Our Day’ 
(Thomas Y. Crowell Co., New York). I said in this book 
that in his writings Mr. Rosenfeld “has greeted with 
an exalted solo on the drum each failure of American 
music and each fraud of Ersate—American Music’ (just 
recall the glorification of Mr. Varése as the grand American 
composer). In “Music of the Ghetto and the Bible” I 
have spoken of the sumptuous overstatements, the vehement 
verbiage, the colossal inflations, we were pelted with on 
Ernest Bloch. I fear, I must have angered Mr. Rosenfeld 
deeply with my description of his “presenting Bloch with 
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the passport of Isaiah”, which I sincerely regret. 

I knew that some malediction might descend upon me 
after that—and I had a humble feeling that I should 
deserve it. I am sorry that Mr. Rosenfeld has chosen 
a field he knows so little about — Jewish music — but 
I admire his having been able to say so much about it. 

It is enough to select a few details from Mr. Rosenfeld’s 
stormy pages to see how unimportant is what he chooses 
to combat, and how paramount is what he leaves out. . . 
leaves out of a book which is mainly devoted to Jewish 
musical history, to the ancient Hebraic melos and the newer 
folk-song, to old synagogal chants, Jewish composers of 
the East and West, etc. After all, even the portraits of 
the Jewish composers of the past and present contained in 
my book, even their ideology as related to the essential 
Jewish traits and problems, even the “folk-lorism’’, Mr. 
Rosenfeld’s béte noire, are trimmings, not the pith of the 
book! 

The date of Charlemagne’s death (circa 800 C. E.) 
the word circa has dropped out by mischance — and 
similar trifles are enough for Mr. Rosenfeld to question 
the ocean of historical detail on which I base my argu- 
mentation. 

Mr. Rosenfeld has seized upon my speaking of the pos- 
sible missionary task of Jewish music to reunite musical 
mankind by bringing back the ancient modes and melos, 
our common heritage. He juxtaposes this with my previous 
assertion: “‘it is not messianism but missionism that destroys 
Jewish music now”. 

Yes, I confess, I am not an adding-machine and am 
therefore not above reproach in an occasional lapse in 
argument. However, were Mr: Rosenfeld less blinded by 
critical fury, he would see that my mistake is innocent 
enough. It is very clear that I have unwittingly used 
the same word “mission” in two different ways: in one 
case meaning “a task”, in the other “providential role’. 
Mr. Rosenfeld should have perceived this. He is so per- 
niciously subtle when it comes to the mote in someone 
else’s eye, and so amazingly insensitive when it comes to 
the beam in his own. : 

What about Varése, the grand American composer? 
What about calling Milhaud’s “Création du Monde” (of 
all pieces)—a masterpiece? What about the missing word 
from a Goethe line to convict me of a bad ear? 

Relish the humor of the situation! Mr. Rosenfeld whose 
relationship to music is rather vague and unexplained, 
though he speaks of music with the assurance of an ency- 
clopedia, tries to doubt the musical hearing of a recognized 
professional. 

The least trivial part of Mr. Rosenfeld’s attack is the 
distinction made between folkloristic composition that ab- 
sorbs the folksong and patterns itself after the latter, and 
the nationalistic, creative music (Moussorgsky’s opera, ‘Boris 
Godunov”, for instance, or Stravinski’s ‘Petroushka’’), 
music which not being folkloristic nevertheless “imparts to 
the auditor some conception of that nation” (whatever that 
may mean). 

And he goes into a long story which has all the earmarks 
of pleasant revery and fiction, depicting the guasi-political 
and quasi-sociological background of nationalistic music, 
etc., etc... . The whole “megillah” is shot with inaccuracies 
and it reveals the amazing musical ignorance of Mr. Rosen- 
feld, unpardonable even for an amateur. 

Moussorgsky’s great opera and Stravinski’s ballet ‘Pe- 
troushka” are very potent proofs of my thesis that no com- 
poser can represent his race and people in a distinguished 
way, can be their true musical voice without passing through 
a communion, conscious or unconscious, with the folk-song. 

Moussorgsky’s “Boris” and Stravinski’s “Petroushka’”’ are 
the very examples of “folkloristic’” art. ‘‘Boris’” proves that 
when the composer has both genius and a deep affiliation 
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with the folk-music of his race, the “folklorist” and “na- 
tionalist’” become the same thing; that in its final stage 
folkloristic art is not distinguishable from nationalistic. 
“Boris” is full of melodic folk-patterns, of traditional church 
chants, folk-tunes, etc. (the chorus ending the scene in 
the monastery; the drunkards’ duet in the inn; the choruses 
in the impostor’s camp, etc.) Much of the “‘Boris’’ music 
is patterned after the folksong so closely, unconsciously at 
times, deliberately at others, that one finds it difficult to 
establish the difference. In ‘‘Petroushka’’ its very backbone, 
the tonal delineation of the fair, is moulded after Russian 
folk-melos. One of its most spontaneous parts, most suc- 
cessful esthetically, the scene of the coachman and nurses, 
is built on well-known Russian folk-songs. Stravinski, a 
shrewd and brilliant craftsman, is not afraid of being a 
“folklorist” composer. He knows that creative and ma- 
terial use of the folksong adds to the Dlood strength of a 
musical work. 

Mr. Rosenfeld opened with an innuendo concerning my 
maladroitness with the English language. 

A master-literateur and dean of the American music 
critics (and incidentally, eminent lecturer on history of 
music), W. J. Henderson of the New York Sun, said 
concerning my “Music of the Ghetto and the Bible”: 

“Mr. Saminsky has been accorded a place among the 
foremost living authorities on Jewish music. His finest 
scholarship is to be disclosed in his historical accounts and 
technical analyses of the old chants and their modern deriva- 
tives. . . . The author writes with vigor and directness. 
He has made himself well acquainted with our language 
and his style has a certain raciness. . . .” 

Mr. Henderson has also said elsewhere that my books 
will enthuse some people and be “cordially hated” by others. 
Mr. Rosenfeld has proven this forecast to be remarkably 
accurate. LAZARE SAMINSKY 


"A REALISTIC VIEW" 


I thoroughly agree with Dr. Rubinow’s statement that the 
“rationalizations and defenses” of anti-semitism “have 
been shifting from religion to biology, and from both to 
economics.” I also agree with his conclusion that America 
has come to the end of an era, the era of economic expan- 
sion and of extreme economic class nobility. His emphasis 
on the greater vulnerability of a minority group to attack 
if it contains an undue proportion of the economic upper 
ten per cent is also well placed. I think, however, that 
Dr. Rubinow will agree that while the economic prosperity 
of some Jews is an aggravating factor (and for that matter 
it has always produced that effect), and while the charge 
that the Jew is not doing his part of the world’s hard work 
comes from the same arsenal of emotional weapons (in 
reality a very old charge), the present crisis in the economic 
life of the Jew, a crisis affecting the younger generation 
with especial severity, is primarily due to the consciousness 
of scarcity of economic opportunity which has gripped the 
broad strata of population in the capitalistic countries, turn- 
ing them away from laissez-faire as well as from the idea 
of freedom of opportunity for all regardless of race, creed, 
or nationality. The discrimination in employment visited 
upon the younger generation of Jews is not just the product 
of envy of the very successful upper ten per cent, nor of 
the disapproval of the Jews as a non-productive group, but 
of the realization that when opportunity has become scarce 
it is well to eliminate socially marginal elements from com- 
petition. It therefore devolves upon Jewish leadership to 
take a realistic view of the situation and to stress vocational 
guidance with that in view. We must no longer foolishly 
surrender old provinces of economic opportunity, like jobs 
in the garment trades, and we must seek new provinces of 
such opportunity, perhaps in agriculture. 
SELIG PERLMAN 
UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN 
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NEWS FROM THE FRONTIER 


PALESTINE 


@ BIALIK FUND FOR HEBREW LETTERS 

The World Union for Hebrew Literature and Culture 
announces that Dr. Chaim Weizmann has agreed to take 
over the presidency of its Hebrew Culture Fund in memory 
of the late Chaim Nachman Bialik. The first appeal for 
the Fund has been signed, among others, by Rabbi Dr. 
Ehrenpreis, Sir Montague Burton, J. Baratz, M. Dizengoff, 
Prof. Torczyner, Prof. Slousch, Chief Rabbi Uziel, Prof. 
Klausner, N. Kaplan, S. Kaplansky, Dr. Klumel, Dr. Roth- 
blum and I. Naiditch. Collections for the Fund have 
commenced in Palestine, and preparations are now being 
made for a campaign in the Diaspora. 


@ TCHERNICHOVSKY AND ASCH 

The International Directorate of the P.E.N. Clubs in 
London have elected Saul Tchernichovsky, the poet, as 
honorary member of that body to represent Hebrew litera- 
ture in Palestine and abroad. This honorary membership 
is accorded only to the most prominent representatives of 
literature among different nations. The list of honorary 
members consists of Franz Werfel of Austria; Maurice 
Maeterlinck of Belgium; President T. G. Masaryk of 
Czechoslovakia; Romain Rolland and Paul Valéry of France; 
Gerhardt Hauptmann and Thomas Mann of Germany; 
Rabindranath Tagore of India; Knut Hamsun and Johann 
Bojer of Norway; Merejkowski and Maxim Gorky of Rus- 
sia; and Shalom Asch fort Yiddish literature. 


@ THE RISE OF HABIMA 

High Commissioner Sir Arthur Wauchope is so pleased 
with the artistic work of the Habima Theatre that he has 
decided to intervene on its behalf to assure a permanent 
building for its productions and to supplement its income. 
During his visit to Tel Aviv when he inspected the pro- 
posed site for an Habima building, the High Commissioner 
informed the managers of the company, Joshua Brand- 
stetter and Mrs. Margot Klausner, that he is taking steps 
to expropriate a suitable site in Tel Aviv for the erection 
of a Habima theatre. The site will probably be on Roth- 
schild Boulevard, in the heart of Tel Aviv. As a result 
of the High Commissioner's intervention, the building work 
will soon begin. Thus far the Habima has had no perma- 
nent home and because of the rising price of land has been 
unable to secure a suitable building site for its Tel Aviv 
theatre. The Government will declare the property “public 
domain” and enable the Habima to purchase it at a reason- 
able price. 


@ RESEARCH FOR THE NEAR EAST 

The Economic Archives for the Near East, which have 
hitherto been housed in the Jewish National and Univer- 
sity Library on Mount Scopus, have now been removed to 
more commodious premises. Its new locale is in the suburb 
of Rehavia. These Economic Archives, which are under 
the direction of Dr. Alfred Bonne, were established in 
April 1931. They consist of documents, handbooks, pamph- 
lets, and newspaper cuttings regarding the economic, cul- 
tural, social and political conditions of all countries of 
the Near and Middle East, including Egypt, Turkey, Iraq, 
the Arabian Peninsula (Hedjaz, Yemen, etc.), Persia, Cy- 
prus, and the Eastern islands of the Mediterranean. Pales- 
tine, of course, receives special attention. The Economic 
Archives are the sole institution of this kind in the entire 
Near or Middle East. Their object is to provide factual 
material on all questions related to this part of the world, 
both for students and for businessmen. The Archives will 
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shortly undertake the publications of various scientific works 
and publications, 
@ LABOR SEMINAR ON ARABIAN LIFE 

A Seminar to study Arab questions has been established 
in Jerusalem by the Cultural Commission of the Histadrut. 
The program of the Seminar includes a number of ques- 
tions in the political, cultural, and economic life of the 
Arabs in Palestine and neighboring lands; Arab folklore; 
Bedouin life; political movements, etc. Moshe Shertok, 
David Ben Gurion, Isaac Ben Zvi, Dr. $. D. Goitein, Eliahu 
Epstein, A. Cohen, etc. are among the lecturers. There are 
two Arabs who serve as “‘lectors’: Dr. T. Canaan, a leader 
of the Arab youth, who will be consulted on Arab folklore, 
and Zabr Effendi Shunar, for Arab agriculture. The Semi- 
nar will last five months. 


@ PHILOSOPHY AND CRITICISM 

In the series “Philosophical Classics,” published by the 
Hebrew University Press under the editorship of Professor 
Leon Roth, the most recent volume is a translation of 
Book XI of Aristotle’s Metaphysics (translated by Professor 
Roth.) Greece is represented by Aristotle and Plato; 
France by Descartes and Rousseau; England by Hume and 
Mill; and Germany by Leibnitz, Kant and Fichte. The 
Sztybel Publishing Company recently began the publication 
of Spinoza’s works in Hebrew. It has now published Dr. 
Jacob Klatzkin’s translation of Spinoza’s Ethics. Owing to 
financial difficulties the work had been discontinued, but 
now, with the establishment of the Sztybel Company in 
Palestine, the work has been resumed and the ‘‘Tractatus de 
Deo et Homine,” translated by Dr. J. Sonne, has been 
issued. Dr. Klatzkin, the translator of Spinoza’s Ethics, 
has now published the fourth (and last) volume of his 
“Thesaurus philosophicus lingua” (and last) volume of his 
“Thesaurhs philosophicus lingua ebraice et veteris et reven- 
tioris,” an extensive dictionary of Hebrew philosophical 
terms, medieval and modern, (Berlin, Eshkol, 1934). Al- 
though the imprint says “Berlia,” this volume was actually 
published at Zurich. 

In a preface the author says, “Owing to the recent devel- 
opments which have led to a new exile from Germany, I 
found it necessary to hasten the publication of this final 
volume. The unsettled conditions provoked anxiety about 
the fate of a work which took me so many years to write, 
and I was afraid that it might be carried away by the 
rising storms; therefore, I have sacrificed small details and 
published the volume as it is.” 

Readers of old Hebrew books will find this statement 
by an exiled author only too familiar. Words to this same 
effect, tragic little stories of the fate of men and works, 
can be recalled from the works of Don Isaac Abrabanel, 
published in Italy and Turkey after the author's exile from 
Spain in 1492. Judging from introductions to Hebrew 
books, times have not greatly changed. 

There is a collection of essays entitled “Philosophers and 
Thinkers,” by Prof. J. Klausner (Tel Aviv, Dvir, 1934), 
dealing with Plato, Philo, Ibn Gabirol, Judah Abrabanel 
and Spinoza . The “Mizpah” Publishing Company has 
issued a book of essays on recent trends in philosophical 
thought: “Hogei ha-Dor” (Thinkers of this Generation) 
by Dr. Hugo Bergmann, who discusses Lenin, Cassiere and 


_his philosophy of symbolic forms, Vaihinger and his philos- 


ophy of “‘As-if”, Husserl’s phaenomenology; Martin Heid- 
egger; Bergson on morality and religion, Buber’s philoso- 
phy, Rosensweig’s “Star of Redemption,” Paul Natorp and 
the posthumous work of Hermann Cohen. 
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@ IMMIGRATION RELEASES — 1934 

The largest immigration in the history of the modern 
Jewish resettlement of Palestine was recorded during the 
year 1934. The total was 42,358 persons which exceeded 
by 8,000 the previous peak number of 1925. The figures 
of Jewish immigration into Palestine during the past ten 
years are as follows: 


Year Number Year Number 
1925 34,386 1930 4,944 
1926 13,855 1931 4,075 
1927 3,034 1932 9,553 
1928 2,178 1933 30,327 
1929 5,249 1934 42,358 


The total immigration, not including tourists authorized 
to remain, amounted to 18,832 men and 17,787 women. 
These figures include 7,116 unmarried immigrants (4,539 
men and 2,577 women). The remainder were married 
couples and children, coming from the following countries: 

Poland—16,829; Germany—7,010; Roumania—1,751; 
Greece—1,504; Yemen—1,907; United States—1,028; 
Lithuania—900; Latvia—886; Austria—720; Czechoslo- 
vakia—706; Soviet Russia—578; Turkey—343; England— 
153; Bulgaria—212; Holland—100; Hungary—194; Es- 
thonia—18; Belgium—70; Danzig—44; Denmark—3; 
Luxembourg—8; Norway—4; Spain—7; Saar Territory— 
2; Portugal—8; Finland—6; France—91; Sweden—7; 
Switzerland—38; Afghanistan—8; Syria—12; China—3; 
Iraq—12; Canada—49; Uruguay—15; Argentine—31; 
Brazil—23; Guatemala—2; Mexico—24; Panama—1; 
Nicaragua—2; Costa Rica—4; North Africa—29; Egypt 
—42; and Australia—s. There were 364 immigrants with- 
- specific nationality and 520 failed to state their nation- 
ality. 

The number of Jewish immigrants from Germany last 
year was 8,497 (including 1,487 persons who were not Ger- 
man citizens but resident in that country when they left 
for Palestine). 


The total number of Jewish tourists in 1934 amounted 
to 26,400, of whom 21,653 left again. 


@ A CHEMICAL DISCOVERY 

The discovery of a new fertilizer will revolutionize farm- 
ing in Palestine and free the country’s farmers from the 
necessity of large imports from Germany. The new prod- 
uct is a potassic fertilizer, a chemical compound of potassium 
and calcium sulphate, particularly suited to the soil condi- 
tions in Palestine, especially for citrus crops. Hitherto, 
the Dead Sea Chemical Works have produced potassium 
chloride which is used for fertilizer in most countries ex- 
cept Palestine. This country has had to import sulphate 
from abroad, principally from Germany to the value of 
$100,000 annually, ause the local farmers prefer sul- 
phate. The Potash Company’s discovery of a new process 
will make potassium sulphate available locally from native 
raw materials. 

Palestine’s emergence as a competitor in the world 
chemical market coincides with the announcement that the 
Palestine Potash Company, exploiting the mineral deposits 
of the Dead Sea, will shortly start on a program of expan- 
sion by issuing additional shares to the value of $1,750,000. 
The company began operations on January 1, 1930, with 
a capital of £400,000 on a 75 year concession. But the 
exploitation of the rich mineral resources secreted in the 
famed Dead Sea has developed so rapidly that the capital 
has proved inadequate to meet the demand in Palestine 
itself and abroad. The new capital will be used to build 
new chemical works south of the Dead Sea, more or less 
in the middle of the desert. The present works are situ- 
ated at Kallia, north of the Dead Sea. 


Shares went on sale to the extent of $500,000, the 
proportion of the new stock issue of $1,750,000 that is 
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required by the concession to remain in Palestine owner- 
ship; $750,000 worth of the new shares have already been 
sold abroad and $500,000 of shares are on sale in London. 
The shares bear 514% interest. The stock of the Palestine 
Potash Company that is now issued totals approximately 
$3,735,000. 


@ NEW PROFIT BALANCE-SHEETS 

For the first time since the initiation of the new post- 
war Zionist colonization started thirteen years ago, all agri- 
cultural labor settlements founded by the Keren Hayesod 
have completed their annual balance-sheets with a profit, 
ie. an excess of income over expenditure, in spite of the 
fact that these settlements have absorbed many new immi- 
grants during the year and increased their membership by 
ten to fifteen per cent. Hitherto, the settlements, with the 
exception of the older and larger groups such as Kvutzot 
Dagania, Gan Shmuel and Geva, had shown deficits of 
varying amounts at the end of the year. 

Various economic improvements recently introduced into 
the settlements increased productivity: Modern agricultural 
machinery, and better prices obtained for crops and products 
in the local markets are held responsible for this record 
profit-making year in Zionist labor settlements. 


@ WORKING-CLASS HOUSES 

During the last three years, up to the end of 1934, 
dwellings were provided for 3500 working-calss families 
by the Central Bureau for Labor Housing affiliated with 
the General Federation of Jewish Labor. No fewer than 
1600 houses have already been built, and the total cost 
invested in land and buildings amounts to £p620,000. In 
1934 alone, 600 new buildings were built at a cost of 
£p280,000 (including the price of the land). 

The building policy of the Labor Federation is now 
directed towards centralizing the labor dwellings into sepa- 
rate suburbs which enables the areas to be increased. The 
largest residential section so far built is that of Kiriat Haim 
(named after Haim Arlosoroff) in the Emek Zebulun near 
Haifa, where there are 400 houses. Another 350 houses 
are about to be completed, and provision is to be made 
to supply housing for 5000 families in Kiriat Haim. Large 
cooperative dwellings are also to be constructed by the 
Bureau. Three such large blocks of houses, comprising 
130 abodes, have recently been built in Tel-Aviv at a 
cost of £p60,000. 


@ TENTS, BARRACKS, AND STONE 

There are 3684 persons living in the various kvutzot 
under the auspices of the Kibbutz Hameuhad, central or- 
ganization for labor groups in Palestine, of whom only 
30% live in stone dwellings. Forty-three percent dwell 
in wooden barracks, 17% are under canvas, and 10% 
have their quarters in various provisional abodes. These 
facts are contained in the report of an inquiry made during 
October 1934, which has now been published. Measures 
will be taken for improving housing conditions among the 
groups, and new buildings are now being put up in a 
number of places. 


@ LABOR CREDIT COOPERATION 

The Auditors’ Union of the Labor Credit Cooperative 
Movement in Palestine has been registered. The Union 
has a membership of 22 cooperative credit societies, of 
which nineteen are in colonies and other agricultural set- 
tlements and three in cities. 13,714 members are affiliated 
with these societies which have a capital amounting to 
£34,800 and deposits aggregating over £160,000. In the 
course of the first half of 1934, the cooperatives lent their 
members over £15,000 in short-term loans. The total 
cash reserves of the societies aggregated £80,000, or 50% 
of the total deposits. 








RABBINICAL ASSEMBLY 


The Rabbinical Assembly of America reaffirms its offi- 
cial and authoritative endorsement of the Labor movement 
in Palestine adopted at the Annual Convention of the 
Assembly on July 5, 1934, at Tannersville, N. Y. That 
resolution read: 

“We express our hearty appreciation of the 
contributions of the Labor movement, led by the 
Histadrut, to the rebuilding of the Jewish Nation- 
al Home in Palestine, and the advancement of the 
ideal of a cooperative commonwealth. 


“We furthermore urge. a deeper consciousness 
of a more sympathetic attitude toward the rich tra- 
ditional and religious heritage of Israel which is 
basic to the social idealism of the Labor movement. 

We believe that such reaffirmation is necessary at this 
time in view of the charges made against the Palestine 
Labor movement in certain quarters. 

The Histadrut is charged with stirring up class warfare. 
We believe that this charge is a cloak behind which re- 
actionaries have taken refuge to attack those who strive to 
defend the rights of the oppressed. 


JewisH FRONTIER 


ENDORSES HISTADRUT 


Another charge against the Histadrut accuses it of teach- 
ing and disseminating atheism. As religious leaders we are 
of course strongly devoted to traditional Jewish religious 
concepts and forms. The resolution of our Convention, 
quoted above, indicates our dissent with irreligion in Pal- 
estine or anywhere else. Nevertheless, we insist on our 
sympathy with the social aspiration of the Histadrut. In 
addition, it is a matter of record that the Histadrut and its 
affiliate organizations have been respectful of the traditional 
practices of their fellow Jews. 

However, we share with the Histadrut those religious 
ideas and ideals which recognize the sanctity and dignity 
of human life and which strive for the establishment of a 
society in which these ideals will be realized. We agree 
with the Histadrut that only through a cooperative com- 
monwealth can such a society be established and these 
religious ideals be achieved. 

We see in the Labor movement in Palestine the only in- 
strument for obviating in that land the economic sins which 
have beset the modern world. As religious men we must 
give our wholehearted support to the idealistic aspirations 
of the Labor movement in the upbuilding of our homeland. 


LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 


5 apes Administrative Committee of the League unani- 
mously adopted the following resolution on the Con- 
vention: 


1) We are a non-partisan organization, and cannot be 
one of the sponsors of a Convention arranged by 
any one party in Zionism. 

2) However, we are a group which supports the His- 
tadrut and its labor policies, and we are vitally con- 
cerned that there should be a strong labor repre- 
sentation in the next Zionist Executive. 


3) We therefore instruct all chapters of the League that: 
a—They should participate in the National Con- 
vention of the Labor Front for the 19th Zionist 
Congress, which will be held in New York on 

the week-end of March ist, 1935. 


b—They should participate in all local conferences 
of the Labor Front in their communities, as well 
as in all conferences called by other Zionist 
parties in their communities, in preparation for 
the elections to the Zionist Congress. As mem- 
bers of the League for Labor Palestine, they 
must see that the other Zionist organizations with 
which they are affiliated, or to whose conferences 
they are invited, should adopt resolutions favor- 
able to the Histadrut and should elect delegates 
sympathetic to the Histadrut. 


The National Council is represented by Pinchas Cruso, 
S. Dingol, Rose Stoloff, Judas Wattenberg and Rabbi Sam- 
uel Wohl. 

Audiences and speakers are getting together in regional 
mass meetings. Throughout the country that concept of 
Zionism which is based on the interests of Labor is being 
presented before a new public. Zalman Rubashow and 
Rabbi J. J. Weinstein have spoken in Brooklyn—Hayim 
Greenberg and Judge David Ralph Hertz in Pittsburgh— 
Baruch Zuckerman in Detroit—Maurice Samuel in Kansas 
City and Cleveland. The Professional League sponsored 
not only the Cleveland lecture but its annual February 
dinner with Rabbi Joshua Leibman of Chicago as speaker. 
Baruch Zuckerman’s address in Minneapolis and Zalman 
Rubashow’s appearance in Montreal were among the major 
League events of the month. 

On the initiative of Abe Hamlin, the field director of 


the Gewerkshaften Campaign, a Trade Union Section of 
the League was recently organized in Montreal. The Execu- 
tive Committee of this section consists of the following: 
Velikovitch, Morris Rabinowitz, I. Dresher, Recording Sec- 
retary, and Frank White, Secretary-Treasurer. The Trade 
Union League. is arranging a large mass meeting on Sun- 
day, March 24, with James Simpson, Socialist Mayor of 
Toronto, as the guest speaker. In Wichita, Kansas, there 
is a well-functioning chapter of the League recently or- 
ganized by H. Lax of Chicago. In Boston a membership 
campaign is being conducted under the leadership of Dr. 
Anna Mintz. The Philadelphia Chapter is arranging a 
Purim celebration and has recently elected new officers, with 
Rabbi A. Millgram as chairman. The Hartford group had an 
installation meeting on February 10th at which Rabbi Abra- 
ham J. Feldman spoke. In Cleveland, a new League unit 
was organized, composed of teachers, librarians, social work- 
ers, and others in the liberal professions. In New York, a 
League Council was recently organized, consisting of dele- 
gates from the 11 existing League units. The purpose of 
the Council is to systematize cultural and organizational 
work. 

Maurice Samuel’s country-wide tour has brought him 
into contact with many League branches. The Minneapolis 
luncheon was attended by active members of the Jewish 
community and by some of the faculty of the University 
of Minneapolis. In Chicago Mr. Samuel conferred with 
Zionist and Labor Zionist leadership on prospective activi- 
ties of the League. He spoke on the Histadrut in Kansas 
City and participated in a Chicago symposium on Labor 
Palestine with Zalman Rubashow, Rabbi Solomon Goldman 
and Dr. David Rabelsky. . . . The pamphlet, “The Truth 
About Revisionism” is off the press, at 25c a copy. League 
Chapters can purchase it for distribution at 15c. The mimeo- 
graphed lecture, “What is the Histadrut’”, by Dr. Jacob S. 
Golub, has been mailed out to all chapters. . . . Vigorous 
activity for subscriptions to the Jewish Frontier, and for 
enrollment of members in the League is being conducted 
in Toronto, Montreal, Cleveland, Minneapolis, Boston, Los 
Angeles, and Pittsburgh. . . . Mr. Samuel Schmidt, the 
editor of “Every Friday”, of Cincinnati, has been appointed 
field director of the League. He has organized a subscrip- 
tion and membership campaign in Pittsburgh, and is now 
in Chicago for organizational work. 








